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A Friendly Preface to the 
Author of the SOLEMN 
CaLL, and the more 
diſcreet and charitable 
of the Party concerned. 
with him- in this: Con- 


 troverhie. 


Chriſtian Friends, 


Hen we oper our Bibles and 
read that Text, 1 Cor. 1.10. 
we have cauſe to deal with it, as Ori 
gen once did by another Seripture 3 5 
even cloſe the Book, and weep over 2t, 
' in conſideration of the weak and feeble 
influences ſuch melting words, deli- 
vered with ſuch a Pathos, have upon 
the hearts of Profeſſors this day. —_— 
A-1 | 
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A Preface. 

1 beſeech you, Brethren, by the 
name of our Lord Jelus Chriſt ; 
that ye all ſpeak the ſame thing, and 
that there be no diviſions am 
you 3 but that ye be perfealy joyn- 
ed together in the ſame mind, and 
in the ſame jadgment. 
| Thbefeech you ] He dips the nail 
in oyl, that it may drive the eaſier. 1 
beſeech you, Brethren ] 2 compe//a- 
tion breathing ſweetneſs, and affeTion, 
and ſhould drop from our lips into 
each others ears, with the ſame effect 
that word once did upon the ears of 
Benhadads Servarts, my Brother 
Benhadad. Sirs ( ſaid Moſes ?o the } 
ſtriving Iſraelites) ye are Brethren. 
O when ſhall the Charch become a true 
Philadelphia 7 

Theſeech you Brethren, by thename 
of our Lord Jefis Chriſt ] or as you 
love Jeſus Chriſt, ut quamum ipſum 
amant, tantum ſtudeant concardiz, 
ſaith Calvin. Be as ſtudiozs vf con- 
cord, as you are free in profeſſing love 
to Chriſe. That 
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A Preface, 
That there be no diviſions] or 
rents among you,a £5qgoma Schiim, or 
rent in the Church is much the ſame, 
and altogether as dangerous as a E7xo:; 
or Sedition in the Common-wealth ; 
and harder to be cured. For as the 
Lord Verulam truly obſerves, diffe- 
rences amongſt perſecuting Enemies 
and the Church, are like the ſtrivings 
of the Egyptian with -the Iraclite ; 
which Moſes quickly ended, by knocks 
ing down the Fgyptian 5 but diſſenti- 
ons in the Church, are like the ſtriving - 
of one I{raclite with another., and all 
that Moſes can do to quiet and part 
theſe, is only by fair, and gentle words ; 
and reminding them that they are Bre- 
thren, | 
Great is the miſchief of diviſions 
among Chriſtians, and the leſs the 
grounds and cauſes are, the greater al- 
ways is the ſin and miſchief of then. 
In the Primitive Church contentions 
grew fervent about meats lawful, and 
anlawful 5 which did not profit, the 
A 4 mMean- 
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meaning is, it greatly dammified them 
that were occupied therein, Heb. 13.9. 
pratical Religion among them grew 
cold, as diſpmations about theſe trifles 
grew fervent. | | 

'The readieſt way to cool ſuch heats 
is by diſcovering the trivial nature of 
the matter contended about as De- 
moſthenes appeaſed the tumnlt among 
the people raisd by a ſmall occaſion, by 
relating to them the ſtory of a man that 
had hired an Aſs to carry him a jour- 
ney, but the Sun ſhining fervent, he 
was forced to quit her back, aud betake 


himſelf to her ſhadows; the owner with- 
ſtood him, alledging that he had hired 


the body of the Aſs, but her ſhadow 
was not in the bargain; and ſo the 
contention between them grew as hot as 
the Sun. Many ſuch trifles have raiſed 
great contentions in the world, witneſs 
the great contention betwixt the Eaſtern 
and Weſtern Church, about keeping of 
Eaſter. 
Other points there are of greater mo- 
| ment, 
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ment, about which good men conteud 3; 
and yet theſe oftentimes are magnified 
much above their true intrinſecal value. 
So 1 am ſure it is in the Controverſte be- 
fore us. Mr. Cary tells ns, that theſe 
things will be found at length to be 
of higheſt concerniment anto us, and 
muſt theretore be ovr moſt ſerious 
praftice, pa. 243. Af /o, then the 
proper ſabjet' of Baptiſm ſt be 
one of thoſe that is of greateſt weight, 
and the profeſſuon thereof, the wery 
Schibboleth to diſtinguiſh one perſor 
from another in matters of Religion. 
No wonder therefore the fires of con- 
tention are blown up to ſuch a vehement 
heat, even in ſuch an improper ſeaſon: 
much like the contentions among the 
Engliſh Fugitives at Franctort, whesz 
their brethren were frying in the flames 
at Smithfield. Juſt ſo wmſt we be 
ſcuffling, whilſt thouſands of our Bre- 
thren are bleeding inTreland. Had we 
a true ſenſe of the quality of the Suab- 
' ſet, or the unſeaſonableneſs of the 

A 4 Time, 
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| | | Fle blot your name out of my Table of 


A Preface. 
Time, it would certainly alay theſe heats 
among #s, Did we ſeewhoſtand by, and 
lookwith pleaſure upon our follies jt wou'd 
quickly allay our heats. Tertullian te/s 
#he Chriſtians of his time, that they were 
like the Funambulones, or men that 
walk upon Ropes ;, the leaſt tread awry 
might be their ruin; ſo narrowly did 
their enemies watch them. 

Sirs, the peace, ſafety and honour 
of the diſſenting intereſt, are things of 
too great vale to be hazarded amongſt 
the hands of our common enemies. Tou 
ray fancy they will negleF the advan- 
tage you give them, but if they do, the 
Devil will call them fools for it. My. 
Herle tells x5 of a Kings fool, who 
wrote down the King himſelf in his 
Table among his brother fools, becauſe 
he had truſted an African Stranger 
with 4000 1. to buy Barbary Horſes. 
The King asked hint how he would 
make him amends, if the' Stranger 


ſhonld come again why then ( ſaid he) 


Fools, 
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Fools, and write down the African 1 
gour ſtead. Think not our Enemies are 
ſuch Fools to negle the advantage we 
caſt into their hands. "Tis a weighty 
»ote that of Livy, Confilia non dant 
homines rebus, ſed res hommibus. 
Men dor't counſel things, but times 
and things connſel men. Methink 

the poſtures of times and affairs giv 

ws better counſel than we ſeem to be go, 
werned by in ſneh work as this, Di. 

viſſons of forty years LEY and. 
more, about Infants Baptiſm, have | 
eaten up the times, waſted the ſpirits, 
and alienated the hearts of Exgliſh 
Profeſſors 3 divided them both in So- 
ciety, and Love by reaſon whereof 
Gods pleaſant Plant in this reſembles 
the Bramble, which taking root at both 
ends by reaſon of the rancounters of the 
ſap; commonly withers in the middle, 
Your Brethren in their Narrative front 
their general Af/ſembl y, make a fad 
and ſenfible complaint of withering in 
the power of Goalineſs. And truly WE 
A >) «Ms 
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A Preface. 
as well as they may complain with the 
Church, We do all fade as a Leaf : 
the Lord help us to diſcern the true 
cauſe, whether it be not the miſ-placing 
of our Leal, our being cold where we 
ſhould be fervent, and fervent hot where 
we ſhould be cool; & whether the eating 
np of ſo muchtime and ſtudy about Bap- 
tizing of Infants, have not kept us theſe 


” forty years inthe Infancy of our Graces £ 


I well remember that bleſſed time, 
whenOurs andYours were terms almoſt 
unknown among Profeſſors in England. 
When their affe& ions and prayers melt- 
cd and mingled together ſweetly in days 
of humiliation , and other duties of | 
edifying and heavenly Communion and 
then Churches began to flouriſh, and the 
Graces of Chriſtians every where flou- 
red, and became fruitful. But no ſoon- 


er did the Saints divide in Society 


and Aﬀedtion: but theſe pleaſant bloſ- 
ſoms were nipt by it as by a Frofty 
morning. The Church formed it ſelf 
as it were into two Armies, ſet in _ 

taula 


A Preface. 
talia againſt each other. It was now 
with us much like as its ſaid of the 
Amphisbena, that hath an head at 
either end 5 of which neither can well 
move, without the conſent of both; but 
if each move a contrary way, the body 
tears in the middle. I doubt not but 
| many that differed from us, belonged 
to Chriſt, the ſame Head with #5 and 
yet 'tis paſt doubt, that many who ſeem- 
ed to be of us, were headed by Satan 3 
and quickly diſcovered themſelves to be 
ſo by running farther than we firſs, or 
you next imagined, even into Quake- 
riſm, Socinianiſm, Ranteriſm, ad 
the fouleſt puddle, and fink of compli- 
cated errors of which an impartial 
ſtranger under the name of Honorius 
Reggius, avzy@xm Mani, Georgl- 
us Hornius having heard the report in 
his own Countrey came over on purpoſe 
I 72to England for bs particular and 
 B& et information, and hath given 
if the foreign Churches a full and ſad ac- 
court thereof in a Latin Narrative, 


which 
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A Preface. 
which I have by me 5 whereby I find that | 
ifthe Lord in mercy to #8 had not Iet in | 
a third party withthe common calamity 
por us all,we our ſelves muſt in all pro- 
bability have mutually ruin d each other. 
But God ſaw other hands fitter for ſuch 
dirty work than ours 5, and now it was 
time to refle upon former follies, and 
renew our ancient acquaintance in the 
Common Goals. And through the good- 
eſs of God this did ſomewhat allay 
the heats of good men, and gave us 
Freſh hopes of an hearty, and laſting 
redintigration. We hoped the Furnace 
might have purged our droſs, an: melt- 
ed our hearts into Unity, both by diſ- 
covering the evils for which the Lord 
afflited mus, and the ſincerity of the 

afferers hearts under thoſe trials. 
Chriſtians ( /azth My. Jenkins) if we 
muſt dye, let us dye like men, by 
an unanimous holy contention a- 
gainſt the common enemy 3 not like 
Fools, by giving him our Sword,and 
deſtroying one another by Schiſms 
in our own bowels. Put 


A Preface. 
*S But alas! alas! no ſooner 3s the rod 
J 2 onr backs, and a reſpit from ſuffer- 
ings given us; but we are preſently 
ſounding an allarm to the Battle again, 
and to my ſorrow my ſelf unavoidably 
| engaged therein. 
Friends, I have a witneſs in many 
' of your boſoms, how peacefully and re- 
> ſpeFfully I have always carried it to- 
. © wards you 5 even to ſuch a degree, as 
| began to bring me under the ſuſpition 
WM of ſome of your party, that I was 
; i znclining to their Opinion, though I © 
2 i did not openly profeſs it. But the true | 
reaſons of my moderation in this point | 
were, (1) That I ever did, and ftill 
do look, upon many of you as Chriſtians, 
ſound in the other great DoFrines o 
the Goſpel. (2) That there are 9-4 
culties in this Comtroverſie which may 
puzzle the minds of well-meaning 
Chriſtians. ( 3 ) 1 highly valued the 
peace of the Church, and durſt do no- 
thing that tended to keep open the 
breaches upon a Controverſie of this na- 
tre 5 


 acurate , and legitimate diſtin@ions 


ftlent and innocent z, for in this Solemi:1 


Centra per 


A Preface. : 


tures you being for purity 'in DodGrine | 
and Worſhip in moſt other controverted | 
points, as well as we. (4) I obſerved | 
how rare athing it js for engaged parties 
to give ground. 


Quai velit ingenio cedere,rarus erit. 


) My head, heart, and hands have 
been filled with better employments, from 
which 1 am extreamly loth to be diver- 
ted. If Bellarmine turned with loath- 
ing from School-divinity, becauſe it 
wanted the ſweet juice of Piety 5 much 
more may 1 turn from Juch peroerſe 
diſputes as theſe : Sure I may find as | 
fair expoſitions of Scripture, and as | 


among the School-men 3 as in Mr, 
Tombes +ix Examen ard Apology 3 
or ( which for the moſt part is but a 
tranſcript of both ) in Mr. Cary's So- 
lemn Call. But I ſee 1 muſt not be 


my own chuſcr, I cannot now be both 


Call 
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Call I find the great Dorines of Goas Go- 
venants abuſed by my Neighbour, The 
Book's diſperſed 1nto many families related 
to me 13 this place, one of them delivered 
to we by the Authors own hand, with 4 
preſſing deſire to 2ive my judgment upon it, 
Several Objetons which I privately and 
ſeaſonably ſent him to prevent the fin and 
7 folly of his attempt, pretended to be anſwers- 
e i «ad from p. 164. ad p. 183. Thus am T ne- 
ceſſarily brought into the field of Gontro- 
werſie, whither I come ot a Volunteer, 
but a preſs'd man 3 mot out of choice, but 
neceſſity. And now I am here, I reſolve 
to be only Adverſarius litis, non perſone, 
S an Adwerſary tn the Gontroverſte, ot to the | 
perſon, eſpecially of my friendly Netghbour. 
Neither would I hawe appeared thus pud- 
Iukly againſt him, if differences could have | 
been accommodated, and the evil prevented 
in 4 more private way, 1 order whexeto, 
I have punttually obſerved and kept the rules 
and meaſures of friendſhip. | 
*Tis poſſible ſome may judge my ſtyle 

againſt him to be too ſharp, but f they pleaſe 

to read the Goncluſron of his Call, and my- 
Anſwer I preſume they will find enough 

to make atonement for that fault, if 1t be 
a fault, *Tis from the nature of the m_ 
fo 
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A Preface. 
before me, ot from defeft of Ghartty to the 
perſon, or party, that I am forced to be fo 
plats and pungent as 1 am. 

To conclude, I ſuſpe# this wery Preface 
way be alſo cenſured for its platnneſs, and 
teatouſneſs. I confeſs when times are buſre, ll 
we (hould be briefs, and I am perſwaded a 
ſufficient Preface may be contraffed into 
four words, avi nezouior, tj ma00y, With- 
out Preface, or Paſſhons. Howener, } 


have a little eaſed my own heart, by dif- 


charging my duty to my aiffering Brethren, 
and pleaſed my ſelf, 1f not them. 

The God of peace create peace 17 all the 
borders of Sion , beat owr Swords into 
Plow-ſhares, ard our Spears :zto Pruning- 
hooks ; I mean our polemicals 17to pra- 
Ricals , that Jeruſalem may once more be 
a Gity compa#i, and no more terrible to hey 
ſelf ;, but only to her enemies, as an Army 
with Banners, This Brethren, is the pray- 
er, and ſhall ever be the endeavour of 


Your Friend and Ser- 
vant in Chriſt 


John Flavell. 


PROLEGOMENA. 


| I Efore we enter into the main Contro- 

J verſie, it will be neceſſary to ac- 
quaint the Reader, why I begin with 
he middle.of the Book; and it is be- 
anſe I there find theſe three Principles, 
r Poſitions, on which the other parts 
f his Diſcourſe are ſuperſtrutted ; and 
Ficſe being deſtroyed , his other Diſ- 
ourſes are but arene, ſme calce. I pro- 
xrly therefore begin with the Foun- 
lation. 

Next, I ſhall ſhew how far we are 
Treed In the matters here controvert- 
(, and where it is in each of theſe, that 
be Controverſie indeed lies betwixt us ; 
nd as to 


I Portion, viz, 
That the Sinai-Law is the ſame with A- 
am's Covenant of Works, made in Para- 
f Pe, 
The difference betwixt us here 1s not 
i.) Whether both theſe be called Co- 
nants in Scripture ? nor (2,) Whether 
theſe 


Prolegomena. 


there were no Grace at all in both, or 
either of them : For we are agreed, It is 
Grace in God to-enter into Covenant 
with Man, whatever that Covenant be; 
nor (3.) Whether the $77ai-law be not 
a Covenant of Works to ſome Men, by 
their own fault and occaſion ? nor (4,) 
Whether the Scriptures do not many 
times ſpeak of it in that very ſenſe and 
notion wherein Carzal Juſt iciaries appre- 
hend and take it ? and by rejecting Chriſt 
make it ſo to themſelves ? nor (5.) Whe- 
ther the very matter of the Law of Natur: 
be not reviv'd and repreſented in the 
S;nai Law? Theſe arenot the Points we 
contend abour : But the Queſtion 15, 
Whether the Sima; Law do in its ow 

nature, and according to Gods purpok 
and deſign in the promulgation of 1, 
revive the Law of Nature, to the fam 

ends and uſes it ferved to in Adam's Cc 

venant ; and fo be properly and truly 
Covenant of Works ? Or whether Go( 

had not gracious and evangelical end; 

and purpoſes, viz. by ſuch a dreadfi 


repreſentation of the ſevere and impra 


cicable terms of the firſt Covenant, in 
ſtead of obliging them to the perſons 
and punctual obſervance of them : 

rlg! 
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righteouſneſs and life; he did not rather 
delign to convince them of the impoſſt- 
bility of legal righteouſneſs, humble 
proud Nature, and ſhew them the ne- 
ceſlity of betaking themſelves to Chrilt , 
now exhibited in the New Covenant, as 
the only refuge to Fallen Sinners, The 
latter I defend according to the Scrip- 
Ftnres, the former Mr, Cary ſeems to aſ- 
.Mſcrt, and vehemently argue for. 
2ly, In this Controverſie about the 
$5241 Law, I do not find Mr, Cary diſtin- 
eniihing (as he ought) betwixt the Law 
conſidered more largely and complexly, as 
containing both the Aforal and Ceremo- 
nial Law, for both which it is often ta- 
ken in Scripture, and more ſtrictly, for 
Ythe oral Law only, as it 1s ſometimes 
itYuſed in Scripture. Theſe two he makes 
Yone and the ſame Covenant of Works ; 
thongh there be ſome that doubt whe- 
F'ver the meer oral Law may not be a 
Covenant of Works; yet I never met 
With any Man before, that durſt affirm 
he Ceremonial Law, which is ſo full of 
MChriſt,to be fo; and to this Law it is that 
ircumciſion appertains. 

3ly. The Moral Law ſtrictly taken for 
Wie Ten Commandments, is not by him 
diſtin- 
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diſtinguiſhed (as it ought to be, and as 
the Scripture frequently doth ) accord- 
ing to Gods zntention and deſign 1n the 
promulegation of it, which was to add it 
as an Appendix to the promiſe, Gal. 
3-19. and not to ſet it up as an oppo- 
ſite Covenant, Gal, 3. 21. and the car- 
nal Jews miſtaking and perverting the uſe 
and end of the Law, and making it 
to themſelves a Covenant of Works, 
by making it the very rule and rea- 
ſon of their Juſtification before God, 
Rom, 9. 32, 33, Rom. 10. 3. theſe things 
ought carefully to have been diſtinguiſh- 
ed, foraſmuch as the whole Controverſic 
depends on this double ſenſe and intenti- 
on of the Law; yea, the very denomi 
ration of that Law depends hereon : 
For I affirm it ought not to be denomi4{ © 
nated from the abuſed and miſtaken end} *! 
of it amongſt carnal men; but from theſP. 
true ſcope, deſign and end for which Godſſ 
publiſhed it after the Fall: And though 
we find ſuch expreſſions as theſe in ScripF*l 
ture, The man that doth them, ſhall live mg 
them. And curſed is every one that conyſ©© 
tinueth not in all things, &c. yet theſe rej! 
ſpeCting the Law not according to God: ſo 
intention, but Mans corruption _ a 


volts fa tg Son oa Ms ati a. _ a: 


Prolegomena. 
buſe of it, the Law is not thereby to be 
denominated a Covenant of Works. 
Gods end was not to juſtifie them, but 
"to try them by that terrible diſpenſation, 
Ezod. 20. 20, whether they would itil 
hanker after that natural way of ſelt- 
righteouſneſs ; for this end God pro- 
pounded the terms of the firſt Covenant 
to them on Sjxai, not to open the way 
Hof ſelf-juſtification to them, but to con- 
vince them, and ſhut them up to Chriſt 
juſt as our Saviour, Matth.1 g. 17. puts the 
young man upon keeping the Command- 
ments,not to drive him from, but neceſ- 
; | fitate him to himſelf in the way of Faith, 
:Ml The Law in both theſe Senſes is excel- 
 Jlently deſcribed, Gal.4. in that Alegory 
i of Hagar and Sarah, the figures of the 
two Covenants. Hagar in her firſt and 
proper Station , was but a ſerviceable 
Hand-maid to Sarah, as the Law is a 
Schoolmaſter to Chriſt ; but when Hagar 
the Hand-waid is taken into Sarah's Bed, 
j,2nd brings forth Children, that aſpire 
to the Inheritance, then faith the Scrip- 
ture, Caſt out the bond-woman , with her 
$/r. Soit is here ; take the Law in its 
primary uſe,, as God deſigned it, as a 
Yc-ool-rmafter, or Hand-maid to _ 
| | an 
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and the promiſe ; ſoit is conſiſtent with 
them, and excellently ſubſervient to 
them; : but if we marry this Hand-maid, 
and eſpouſe it as a Covenant of Works, 
then are we bound to it for life, Rom, 7, 
and mult have nothing to do with Chritt, 
The Believers of the Old Teſtament hadF' 
true apprehenſions of the right end and 
uſe of the Law, which directed them to! 
Chriſt, and ſo they became Children off 
the Free-woman. The carnal Jews truſted} 
to the. works of the Law for righteouſ-(ſ'* 
neſs, and ſo became Children of theff” 
Bond-woman : but neither could be Chil- 
dren 6f both at once, no more than the \ 
ſame Man can naturally be born of twoſf® 
Mothers, This is the difference betwixt” 
us about the firſt Poſition ; and as to theſF*! 


16 


II Poſition. | 

That Abraham's Covenant, Gen. 17. ti wi 

an Adam's Covenant of Works alſo, becauſt.* * | 
Circumciſion was annexed to it, which obli- 

ged Men to keep the whole Law. C 

The Controverſie betwixt us in this 4 


point, is not whether Circumciſion were 21 
an Ordinance of God, annexed by hi 'c 
to his Covenant with Abraham? nor (3 G 


Whether Abraham's ordinary and extra 
 ordinar} 
- 


Prolegomena. 


xrdinary Seed ought to be, and actually 
ere ſigned by it ? nor (3,) Whether it 
were a Seal of the righteouſneſs of Faith 
Mo any individual Perſon ; for he allows 
Wt to be fo to Abraham? nor(4.) Whe- 
he it pertain'd to the Ceremonial Law, 
ind ſo mult ceaſe at the death of Chriſt ? 
bit the difference betwixt us 1s, Whether 
1.) It was a Seal of the Covenant to 
one but Abraham ? and (2,) Whether 
1 the very nature of the Act, or only 
rom the intention of the Agent 1t did 
plige men to kcep the whole Law, as 
| {dam was obliged to keep it in inno- 
ofjency ? (3.) Whether it were utterly 

boliſhed at the death of Chriſt, as a 
ondition of the Covenant of works ; or 
xeing a' ſign of the ſame Covenant of 
race we are now under, it be not ſuc- 
ceded by the new Gofpel-fign, which 1s 
;Paptiſm ? * Mr. Cary affirms that it was 
lp"! ſelf a condition of the Covenant 
Ff Vorks, and being annexed to Gods 
ovenant with Abraham, Gen,i7.it made 
ia a true Adam's Covenant of works 
$0. This I utterly deny, and ſay, 4- 
4242s Covenant was a true Covenant 
| Grace. (2,) That Circumciſion was 
+. {al of the righteouſneſs of Faith, and 
i there- 
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therefore could not poſſibly belong t; 
the Covenant of Works, (3.) That a 
it was applied both to the ordinary an 
extraordinary Infant-ſeed of Abrahan 
during that adminiſtration of the Cove 
nant; ſo it is the will of Chriſt thy 
Baptiſm ſhould take its place unde! 
the Goſpel, and be applyed now to th 
Infant-ſeed of all Abrahams Spiritu; 
Children, Theſe are the things where 
in we differ about the ſecond Poſition, Ani 
laſtly, as to the ; 


II Poſetior. 


That neither Moſes's Law, Exod. ! 
nor God's Covenant with Abraham, Gel 
17. can be any other than an Adam's Cont 
nant of Works, becauſe they have each! 
them conditions in them on Man's part ;0 
the Goſpel-Covenant hath none at all, but 
altogether free and abſolute, 

The Controverliie here betwixt us tl 
not (1,) Whether the Goſpel-Covenat 
requires no duties at all of them th: 
are under it ? nor (2.) Whether it 
quires any ſuch conditions as were 
Adam*s Covenant, namely, perfect, pt = 
Zonal, and perpetual obedience undy, 

fl 
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the ſevereſt Penalty of a Curſe; and 
admitting no place of Repentance? Nor 
(3.) Whether any condition required 
by it, on our part, have any thing in 
its own nature Meritorious of the Bene- 
fits promiſed? Nor (4.) Whether we 
i be able in our own Strength, and by the 
E Power of our Free Will, without the 
preventing, as well as the 4ſſiſting Grace 
of God, to perform any ſuch Work or 
Duty as we call a Cendition ? In theſe 
things we have no Controverſie, but the 
only Queſtion betwixt us, 1s, | 
Whether in the New Covenant, ſome 
at of ours, (though it have no Merit in 
Tit, nor can be done in our own ſingle 
F Strength) be not required to be per- 
F tormed by us, antecedently to a Bleſling 
or Priviledge conſequent by vertue of a 
Promiſe ? And whether ſuch an A& or 
Duty, being of a Suſpending Nature to 
the Blefiing promiſed, it have not the 
true and proper Nature of a Goſpel Con- 
_ This I affirm, and he poſitively 
Fccnies. 


open 
the 


—— _ 


ovenant. to 
E 
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the old way of Righteouſneſs and Life 
by works : but was added to the promiſe, 


as {ubſervient to Chriſt in its deſign and 
uſe ; and conſequently can never be a 


pure Adam's Covenant of Works. And 


ſecondly, 
That Abraham's Covenant, Gen. 17. is 


the very ſame Covenant of Grace we 
are now under ; and (21y.)thatCircumci- 
ſion in the nature of the act, did not ob- 
lige all men to keep the whole Law for 
Righteouſneſs. - And (3ly.) 

That the New Covenant is not abſo- 
jute and wholly unconditional ; though 


notwithſtanding a moit free and graci-J 


ous Covenant: the Pillars on which Mr. 
Cary ſets his new StruEture ſink under 1t, 
and the building falls into ruins. 

I have not here taken Mr, Cary's two 
Syllogiſms, proving Abraham's Covenant 
to be a Covenant of Works ; becaule l 
find my ſelf therein prevented by that 
ingenuous and learned man Mr. Whi/ton, 
in his late Anſwer to Mr. Grantham. Nel- 
ther have I particularly ſpoken to his 23 
Arguments to prove the Sia; Law to be 
a pure Adam's Covenant, becauſe fruſtra 
fit per plura, quod fieri poteſt per pauciora, 
I haye overthrown them all together a 

one 
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one blow ; by evincing every Argument 
to have four terms in it, and ſo proves 
nothing, But TI have ſpoken to all thoſe 
Scriptures which concern our four Poſ;- 
tions, and fully vindicated them from the 
injurious ſenſes to which Mr. Cary (fol- 
lowing Mr. Tombes) had wreſted them. 
Theſe things premiſed, I ſhall only 
further add,that if Mr. Cary ſhall attempt 
a Reply to my Anſwer, and free his own 
Theſes from the groſs abſurdities with 
which I have loaded them ; he muſt plain- 
|| 1y and ſubſtantially prove againſt me, 
(1.) That the Sizmai Law,according to 
its true ſcope and end, was promulged 


: by God for'man's Juſtification and Hap- 
"Fl pineſs in the way of perſonal Obedience; 
off 20d - that the 7ews that did accordingly 
rh <2ndeavour after Righteouſneſs by the 


1} works of the Law, did not miſtake its 
true end and meaning; or if they did, 


at q Ls . 

1, 2nd thereby made it whar God never in- 
I © 

i. tended it to be,. a Covenant of works 

zo 2 themſelves ; that the Sima; Law ought 


veſt rather to be denominated from their mi- 
of ſtake and abuſe of it, than-from its pri- 
1a} ary and proper uſe, and God"s deſign 
at} 72 its promulgation. 
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(2.) He muſt prove. againſt me with 
like evidence of truth, that Circumciſion 
diſcovered no more of Man's Native 
Corruption, nor any more of his remedy 
by Chriſt; nor ſealed to any Perſon 
whatſoever the Righteouſneſs of Faith, 
than Adam's Covenant in Paradiſe did; 


and that it did in its own nature oblige 


a!l upon whom 1t paſſed, to the ſame 
terms of Obedience that Adam's Cove- 
nant obliged him : And, 

(3-) That there is not f0:be found, 
in the new Covenant, any f{uch Act or 
Duty of ours, as hath been deſcribed and 
limited above; which 1s of a ſuſpending 
Nature to the Benefits therein granted : 
And, 

' (4.) That the reſpective Expoſitions 


he gives ofthe ſeveral Texts by me ex- 


plained and vindicated, are more con- 
gruons to the Scope and Grammar than 
mine are, and more agreeable to the cur- 
rent Senſe of Orthodox Expoſitors, and 
then he ſhall be ſure to receive an an- 
ſwerable return from -me, lie "tis byt 


labour loſt to write again. 


REPLY 


2 o 


Mr. Philip Cary's Solemn Call. 


T Book I have undertaken to 
 animadvert briefly upon, bears 
the Title of A Solemn Call ; but 
f am not ſo much concerned with the 


| Solemnity, as I am with the Authority of 


this Call, Not how it is, 'but whoſe It 1s. 


| If it be 'the Call of God, it muſt he 


obey?d, tho it be to part not only with 
the Priviledges, but Lives of our deareſt 
Children ; but then we had need be ve- 
ry well aſſur*d it is the Call of God, elſe 
we are gullty at once of the higheſt Fol- 
ly and baſeſt Ippachery to part with' ſo- 
rich an Inheritance, convey'd by God's 
Covenant with Abraham, to us believ- 

B 3 ing 


(2) 
ing Gentiles, and our Sced, at Mr.Cary's 

Call, 

You direct your Solemn Call to all that 
Tould be owned as Chrifts faithful Wit- 
neſſes. 

Here you are too obſcure and gene- 

Tal, Do you mean all that would be 
ph. $- by you, or by Chriſt? If you 
mean that we muſt not expe to be 
owned by you, til] we renounce Infants 
Paptiſm, you teil us no news; for you 
have long ſince turn'd your back upon 


our Miniſtry and Alliembliesz yet me- 


thinks *tis ſtrange, that we who were 
jately own'd as Chriſts faithful Witneſ- 
ſes under our Jate Suffering s, muſt now 
be diſown'd by you, when we have li- 
berty to amplifie and confirm our Teſtt- 
mony in the peaceful improvement of 

our common Liberty. 
But if your meaning be (as I ſtrongly 
ſuſpect it 1s) that we mult not expect to 
be own'd by Chriſt, except we glve up 
Infants Baptiſm ; then I ſay it 1s the 
moſt uncharitable, as well as unwarrant- 
able, and dangerous Cenſure [that ever 
dropt from the Pen of &,fober Chriſtian, 
:Tis certainly your great”evil to lay Sal- 
vation 


) 


; 


(3) 


| ration it ſelf on ſuch a point as the pro- 


per SubjeCt of Baptiſm, and to make 1t 


| Articulus Stantis , vel cagentis Religions, 
the very Baſis on which the whole Chri- 
| ſtian Religion, and its Profeſſors Salva- 


tion muſt ſtand, TI hope the reſt of your 
Brethren are more charitable than your 
ſelf ; but however it be, I do openly 
profeſs, that I ever have, and ſtill do 
own you, and many more of your Per- 
ſwaſion, for my Brethren in Chriſt, and 
am perſwaded Chriſt will own you too, 
notwithſtanding your many Errors and 
Miſtakes about the leſſer and lower mat- 
ters of Religion. Nor need your Cen- 
ſure much to affe&t us, as long as we 
are ſatisfied you have neither a Faculty, 


[nor Commiſſion thus ſolemnly to pro- 


nounce It upon us. 

But what's the condition upon which 
this dreadful Sentence depends? why, 
it is our attendance, or non-attendance 
io the primitive purity of the Goſpel 
Doctrine. 

Sir, I hope we do attend; it, and in 
ſome reſpects better than ſome greater 
Pretenders to primitive Purity ; who . 
tave caſt off, not only the initiating Sign 
B 4 of 
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af Gods Covenant, (this did not Abra- 
2m ) but alſo that moſt comfortable 
and ancient Ordinance of iinging Pſalms; 
and what other primitive Ordinance of 
God may be caſhier*d next, who can 
tell ? | 
We have a Witneſs in your Boſom, 
that the Defence of Chriſts pure Wor- 
1p and Inſtitutions hath coſt us ſome- 
thing; and as for me, were I convinced. 
by all that you have here ſaid, or any of 
your Friends, that in baptizing the In- 
fants of Believers we did really depart 
from the Primitive purity, I would re- 
nounce it, and turn 4zabapriſt the ſame 
day. 

But really Sir, this Diſcourſe of yours 
hath very much convinc'd me of the 
weakneſs and ſicklineſs of your Cauſe, 
which is forc*d to ſeek a new Foundati- 
on, and is here laid by you upon ſuch a 
Foundation as mult inevitably ruin it, if 
your Party, as well as your ſelf, have 
but reſolution enough to venture it there- 
upon. | 

And it appears to me very probable, 
that they intend to fight us upon the new | 
ground you have here chofen,and mark'd 
out for them, by the high —— 

they 


(5) | 
they give your Book in: their Epiſtles to 
it, wherein they tell us, Your Notions 


| are of ſo rare a nature, that you are not 


beholding to any other for them ;, and It is a 
wonder if you ſhould, for I think it ne- 
ver cntred into any ſober Chriſtians 


| Head before you,” that Abraham's Cove- 
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nant, Ger. 17, was the very ſame with 
Adam's Covenant made in Paradiſe ; or 
that Moſes, Abraham, and all the Ele&t 
of God in thoſe days were abſolutely 
under the very rigour and tyranny of the 
Covenant of Works, and at the ſame 
time under the Covenant of Grace, and 
all the Bleſſings and Priviledges thereof, 
with many other ſuch rare Notions, of 
which it is pity but you ſhould have 
the ſole propriety. _ 

I am .particularTy concern®d to- detect 
your dangerous miſtakes, both in love to 
your own Soul, and care of my Peoples, 
amongſt whom you have diſperſed them 
though I foreſee by 24. E's Epiſtle to 
your Book what meaſure I am like to 
have for my plain and faithful dealing 


| with you : For if that Gentleman, upon 


a meer ſurmiſe and preſumption, thag 
one or other would oppoſe your Book, 
dare adyenture to call your unknown 
B 5 A1lveres 
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Anſwerer, before ever he put Pen to 


Paper, a Man-pleaſer, a Quarreller at 
Reformation, and rank him with the 


Papiſts, which oppoſed the Faithful for F 


their non-conformity to their Inventi- 
ons : What muſt I expe&t from ſvci raſh 
Cenſurers, for my ſober, plain, and ra- 
tional confutation of your Errors ! 

As to the Controverſie betwixt us, you 
truly ſay in your Title Page, and many 
parts of your Book, and your Brethren 
comprobate it an their Epiſtles, that the 
main Arguments made uſe of by the Pe- 
ao-Baptiſts for the ſupport of their pra- 
Ctice are taken from the Covenant of 
God with Abraham, Gen. 17. You call 
this the very hinge of the Controverſie; 
and therefore if you can but prove this 
to be the very ſame Covenant of Works 
with that made with Adam in Paradiſe, 
we ſhall then ſee what improvements you 
wil quickly make of it. 

Ay Sir, You are ſenſible of the Ad- 
vantage, no leſs than a compleat Vi- 
ctory you ſhall obtain by it; and there- 
fore being a more hardy and adventurous 
Man than others, put deſperately npon 
it (which never any before you durſt at- 
tempt) to prove Abrabam's Covenant , 
fy - which 
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which ſtands ſo much in the way of your 
| Cauſe, to bea meer Covenant of Works, 
| and therefore now aboliſhed. 

Y My proper Province is to diſcover 
| here, that part of the Foundation (I 
' mean Abraham's Covenant) whence our 
| Divines, with great Strength and Evi- 
| dence, deduce the Right of Believers In- 
| fants to Baptiſm now. Next, to evince 
the Abſurdity of your Aſſertions and 
Arguments you Þring to deſtroy it: And 
laſtly, To reflect briefly upon the An- 
ſwers you give in the beginning of your 
| © Book, to thoſe ſeveral Texts of Scrip- 
* © ture pleaded by the learned and judicious 
 Divines you oppoſe, for the Juſtification ' 
of Infants Baptiſm. 

| (1.) Thoſe that plead God's Cove- 
nant with Abraham, Gen. 17. as Aa SCrip- 
ture Foundation for Ba»tizing Believers 
Infants under the Goſpel, - proceed gene- 
rally upon theſe four Grounds or Prin- 
ciples, \ 

(1,) That God's Covenant with Abra- 
ham, Gen, 17. was the ſame Covenant 
tor ſubſtance, we Gentile Believers are 
now under, and they ſubſtantially prove 
it from Luke r, from the 54. to the 74. 
Verſe, which place evidently ſhews the. 

ſamenchy 
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{ameneſs of the Covenant of Grace they | 
were, and we are now under ; and from Þ| 
Alatt, 21..41, 43. the ſame Vineyard and Þ 


Kingdom the Jews then had, is now let | 


out to us Gentiles; and from Kom, 11. 


rhat the Gentile-Chriſtians are grafted F 


into the ſame Olive-Tree, from which 
the Jews were broken off for their Un- 


belief; and that the Bleſſing of Abraham | 


cometh now upon the Gentiles, Gal.3. 5, 
T4, 16. and in a word, that the Parti- 
tion Wall betwixt them. and -us, 1s now 
pulled down, and that we, through Faith, 
are let into the ſelf-fame Covenant, and 
all the Priviledges they then enjoy d, 
Ephef. 2. 13. 

(2.) They aſſert and prove, That in 
Abraham's Covenant, the Infant-Seed 
were taken in with their Parents, and 
that in token thereof, they were to have 
the Sign of the Covenant applied to them, 
CE. 17. 9. | 

(3-) They affirm and prove, That the 
Promiſe of God to Abraham and his 
Seed, with the Priviledges thereof to 


his Children, do, for the Subſtance of 


them, deſcend to Believers now, and their 
Seed, fs 2, 358, 39. and though the ex- 
ternal S1gn,vjz.,Circymciſion be changed, 
| | yet 
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| yet Baptiſm takes its place under the 
} Goſpel, Col. 211,12. 


(4.) They conſtantly aſhrm, That 


: none of thoſe Grants or Priviledges . 
| made to the Infant-Seed of Abraham's 
' Family, were ever repealed or revoked 


Þ by Chriſt or his Apoſtles ; and therefore 
| Believers Children now are in the right- 


ful Poſſeſſion of them; and that there- 


| fore there needed no new Command or 


Promiſe; in Abraham's Command we 
find our Duty to Sign our Children with 
the Sign of the Covenant, and in Abra- 


| bam's Promiſe we find God's gracious 


Grant to our Children, as well as his, 


 eſpectally fince the Apoſtle direCts us, in 


this very reſpect, to the Covenant of God 


with Abraham, As 2.38, 39. 


Theſe, Sir, are the Principles, orr 


| which we lay (as you ſay) great Streſs, 
Land which to.this day you have never 


been able to ſhake down ; here there- 
iore you attempt a new Method to 
do it, by proving this Covenant is now 
aboliſhed ; and this 1s your Method 
In which you promiſe your ſelf great 


Succeſs: Three things you pretend to. 


proye ; 


(1.) Tiat 
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- Cr.) That the S;zai Covenant, Exod.29, 
(2. )That Abraham's Covenant,Gen.17, 
areno Goſpel-Covenants, and that 
becauſe, 
(3.) The Goſpel-Covenant is Abſo- 
Inte and Unconditional. 


How you come to hook in the Mofaick 
Covenant into this Controverlie, is not 
very evident, unleſs you think 1t were 
eaſie for you to prove that to be a Cove- ſÞ 
nant *of Works, and then Abraham's 
Covenant Ger. 17. being an Old Teſta- 
ment Covenant , were the more ealily 
proved to be of the ſame nature. Iam 
obliged to examine your three Poſitions 
above noted, and if I evidence to the 
World the Fallity of them, the Cauſe 
you manage is ſo far loſt, and the right 
of Believers Infants to Baptiſm ſtands 
frm upon its old and ſure Foundation. 


I begin therefore with your 
I Poſition, 


That the Covenant made with [ſrael on 
Aonnt Sinal, is the very fame Covenant 
of Works made with Adam in Innocency , 

Er I Ab. 
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8 7, 122, and divers other places of your 
| Book the very ſame. 
© Now, if I prove that this Aſſertion of 
! yours doth naturally and regularly draw 
| many falſe and abſurd Conſequents upon 
| you, which you are, and muſt be forced 
Fro own 3 then this your Poſition cannot 
* be true, for from true Premiſſes, nothing 
© Þ but truth can naturally and regularly 
| Þþ follow ;, but I ſhall make it plain to you, 
© that this your Poſition regularly draws 
- Emany falſe Concluſions and groſs Abſur- 
S Fdities upon you, Tome of which you own 
- Þcxpreſly, and others you-as good as own, 
/ bcing able to return nothing rational or 
1 Ffatisfatory in your own defence againſt 
S them, 
e F_ (1.) From this Aſertion, that the 
© Sinai Covenant. was: a pure Covenant of. 
t E Works, the very ſame with Adam's Co- 
S Frenant, it regularly. and neceſlarily fol- 
lows, that either doſes and all 1/rar! 
were Damned, there being no Salvation 
poſſible to be attained by that firſt Cove- 
nant; orelſe that there was a Covenant 
of Grace at the ſame time running pa- 
rallel with that- Covenant of Works ; 
and fo the Elect People of God were at 
'» fone and the ſame time under the firſt, as 
Jþ 3 
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2 Covenant of Death and Condemnati- 


on; and under the ſecond, as a Cove- 


nant of Grace and Juſtification, 


This Dilemma pinches you, to aſſert, þ 
that Moſes, and all the Ele of God un-f 
der that Diſpenſation were damned, 
you darenot; and if you had, you muſt Þ 


have expunged the 11th Chapter to. the Þ 


Hebrews, and a great part of the New 
Teſtament, together with all your hopes 
of ſitting down with Abraham, Iſaac, 
and Jacob in the Kingdom of ' Heaven, 
The latter therefore ( ſeeing you cannot 
avoid ) you are forc'd upon, and in 
plain words yield it, p. 174, 175. That 
Moſes, and the whole body of the Children 
of Iſrael , without exception of any, wert 
xnder, yea abſolutely under the fevereſt pe- 
zalties of a dreadful Curſe; That the C0- 
venant they were under could be no other than 
a Covenant of Works, a miniſtration of 
Death and Condemnation; when yet it 1s al- 
fo evident from the ſame Holy Scriptures of 
Truth, that at the ſame time both Moſes, and 
all the Ele& among that People, were under 
prere Covenant of Goſpel-grace ;, and that 
phefe two Covenants were juft oppoſite the ont 
ro the other ;, but to this you have nothing t! 
fay,but with the Apoſtle in another caſe,O the 
depth to = 


__ a RET 


— Mx, PN = ok, ny, pi mos 


wp_ AI 


A. t3 


(13) 

Here Sir, you father a pure and pec- 
| fect contradiction upon the Holy Scrip- 
* Þ tures, that ir ſpeaks things juſt oppoſite, 

E and contradictory the one to the other, 

> Þ and of neceſſity one part or member of 
-F 2 contradiction muſt be falſe; this all 
!, Þ the rational World knows; but 1o it 1s, 
fy you, and fly to the infinite Wiſ- 
TE dom to: reconcile them z for you ſay, 
VE you know not what to ſay to it. Juſt ſo 
"the Papiſts ſerve us in the Controverſie 
"about Tranſubſtantiation, when they can- 
lBnot reconcile one thing with another, 
UEthey fly to the Qmnipotent Power ta 
Edo it. 
7 But Sir, I wonder how you hold and 
hug a Principle that runs naturally into 
"EF ſuch groſs abſurdities : Do you ſee what. 
| follows from hence by unavoidable con- 
Flkquence ? you muſt, according to this 
"EPrinciple, hold, That Afoſes, and all 
Gods peculiar elect People in X-ae/,muſt 
-Yduring their Liſe, hgng mid-way he- 
tween Juſtification and Condemnation , 
rand after Death, between Heaven and: 
"4 Hell. 

(1,} During Life they muſt hang 
mid-way between Juſtification and Con- 
G&mnation ; juſtify'd they cauld. not = 

or: 


(14) 

for Juſtification is the Souls paſſing from 
Death to Life, 1 Fohn 3, 14, John 5. 24. 
This they could not poſſibly do, for the 
miniſtration of Death, and Condemna- 
tion hindred, He that 1s under Con-Þ 
demnation by the Law, cannot, du-Þ 
ring that ſtate, paſs into Life. And yet 
to be under Condemnation 1s as impoſli- 
ble on the other ſide; for he that 1s juſti- 
fied, cannot at the ſame time be under 

Condemnation, Rom, 8.1, Journ 5, 24-Þ 
What remains then, but that during 
Life they muſt ſtick mid-way betwixt 
both, neither juſtify'd, nor condemned; 
and yet both ſo and ſo. Juſtification 1s 
our Life, and Condemnation our Death 
in Law: Betwixt theſe two which are 
privatively oppos'd, there can be no - 
dium of participation, and yet ſuch a 


Medium you here fancy. 
(2.) And thea after Death they muſt 


neceſſarily hang betwixt Heaven and 
Hel!z to Heavenanone can go that are 
under the very rigour and tyranny of the 
Law, a pure Covenant of Works, as you 
ſay they were. To Hell they could not 
go, being under the pure Covenant of 
Grace : What remains then, but ſome 
third ſtate muſt be aſlizned them ; and 

| {0 


(15) 
) at laſt we have found the Limbus Pa- 
9:7, and your Poſition leads vs right to 
Frgatory a Concluſion which , I be- 
eve, you your ſelf abhor as much as I. 
{ (2ly.) This Hypotheſis pinches you 
Fith another Dilemma, viz, Either there 
as pardon on Repentance in Moſes his 
ovenant, and the Sinai Diſpenſation of 
ne Law, or there was none ; if you ſay 
one, you directly contradict Lev. 26. 
0, 46, If there were, then it cannot be 
idam's Covenant of Wor ks. 

You anſwer, paz. 179. That God pro- 
ſeth pardon for the Breach of Moſes his 
nvenant and of Adam's Covenant tov, but 
ether Adam*s Covenant,nor the Fewiſh legal 
ovenant promiſed any pardon upon repen=- 
lance, but rather threatens and inflifts the 
ontrary, 

Reply. Either this 1s a direft Anſwer 
+ Wo my Argument, to prove the Law at 
| $24; cannot be a pure Adam's Covenant, 


ecauſe it had a promiſe of pardon an- 
exed to it, Lev.26.40, but Adam?s Co- 
enant had none. If your Anſwer be 
- Wire&, then *cis a plain contradiction,: 
* (Þn ſaying it had, and it had not a. pro- 
miſe of pardon belonging to it z or elſe 


It isa meer Evaſion, and an cluding of 
| the 


(16) 


the Argument ; and your only meaning 
js, That the Relief I ſpeak of, 1s not to 


be found in any promiſe belonging to the 


Sinai Diſpenſation, but in ſome otherſÞſp 


Goſpel-Covenant or Promiſe. But, Sir, 


this will not ſerve your turn ; you {ce | 
cite the very promiſe of Grace made toſÞ 
the Iſraelites on Afount Sinai by the 


hand of Moſes; wherein God promt- 


ſeth, upon their humiliation, to remem-þ 


ber his Covenant for their good. Now, 


Sir ,, you had as good have ſtood wk 
your firſt Anſwer, which is ſelf-con; 


tradictory. as to this which is no leſs ſo 
as wilt evidently appear by a neare 
and more particular view of the plac 


and gathering up your own Conceſſion 


about it; that this Text, Lev. 26. 40, 
hath the nature of a gracious Goſpel- 
promiſe in it, no Man can deny, except 
he that will deny, that Gods remembring 
of his Covenant, for the relief of poor 
broken-hearted Sinners, is no Goſpel- 
promiſe pertaining to the Covenant 0 
Grace : That it was made to the peni- 
tent 1/raclires upon Afount Sinai,and there 
delivered them by the hand of 24e 
for their relief, is as viſible and plain 
as the Words and Syllables of the 46 

Verſe 
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Verſe, are to him that reads them. Let 
the Promiſe then be conſidered both 
ways, (1.) In your Senſe, as a plain di- 
refton to the Covenant of Grace made with 
\braham for their relief ; for ſo you ſay 
t was, Þ. 180. Or let it be canſidered 
abſolutely, as that which contained re. 
"Wict 1n it ſelf, for the penitent Iſraelites 
"Khat ſhould live towards the end of the 

orld, after they ſhould be gathered 
om all their Diſperſions and Captivi- 
tes as you there ſpeak, and more. fully 
S:plicate in your - accommodation of a 
Parallel Promiſe, p,111, 142,113, Firſt 
et us view 1t in your ſenſe as a relative 
"@r01/c to the Covenant of Grace made 
mth Abraham, Gen. 12, to which, ſay 
ou, it plainly direQs them; and then 
{his legal Diſpenſation can never be 
We ſame with 4dam's Covenant ; for to 
What Covenant no ſuch Promiſe was ever 
"Ennexed, which ſhould guide and plainly 
Mlirect them to Chriſt and Pardon ; as 
"What Star which appeared to the Wiſe 
"Dcn direfted their way to Chriſt. If 
here be any ſuch relative promiſe be- 
onging to Adam's Covenant in Paradiſe, 
"5 this which I plainly ſhew you was 
Wade on 40unt Sinai, be pleaſed to pro- 
duce 


(10) 


dnce it, and you end the Controverſie 
but if you cannot (as you know you can 
not) then never fay the legal Diſpenſ* 
tion at Sinai,and the Covenant of Workf 
with Adam in Paradiſe, are the yer 
ſame Covenant. Secondly, Let us cor 
ſider this Promiſe abſolutely in it ſelf, an 
then 1 demand, was there Mercy, Relig 
and Pardon contained init for any perf 
tent Sinner preſent, or to come ? Ye; 
ſay you, it extends Relief to Penitent 
after God ſhall gather them from 1 
their Captivities at the end of th 
World ; very Good. Then ?ris a ve 
vigorous Promiſe of Grace, which nt 
only reaches 4.30 years backward, as fi 
as the firſt Promiſe to Abraham; b 
alſo extends its Reliefs and Comfor 
many thouſand years forwards, even 

the pureſt times of the Goſpel, juſt 
fore Chriſt's coming to Judgment; a 
can ſuch a Promiſe as this be denit 
to be in it ſelf a Goſpel-Promiſe ? Su 
It can neither be denied to be ſuch 
nor yet to be made upon Mount $S;z4i) 
the Hand of Moſes, This Dilemma is 1 
pinching as the former. 


Perha 
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(19) 
Perhaps you will ſay, this Promiſe 
'F did not belong to the Aforal Law given 
| at Sinai, but to the Ceremonial Law 3 if 
ſo, then I ſhould reaſonably conclude, 
that you take. the Ceremonial Law (of 
'"Y which you ſeem to make this a Branch, 
""B7age 181.) to be a Covenant of Grace, 
"Mſceing one of its Branches bears ſuch a 
gracious Promiſe upon it. No, tiat 
muſt not be ſo neither, for ſay you 
"W7age 151. the Ceremonial Covenant is of 

Wthe ſame nature with the Covenant of 
 BWorks, or Law written in Tables of 
WStohe; whither then ſhall we ſend this 
Promiſe? To the Covenant of Grace 
we mult not ſend it, unleſs only as an 
Index or Finger to point to it, becauſe 
it was made upon Mount $Sina:, and deli- 
vered to 1/rael by the Hand of Moſes; to 
the Goſpel-Govenant we mult not there- 
Wore annex it; and to the legal Diſpen- 
* Flation at Sina; you are as loath to annex 
Fit, becauſe. it contains ſo much Relief 
and Grace in it for poor Penitents z and 
that will prove, that neither the ora! 
nor Ceremonial Law (place it in which 
you pleaſe) can be a pure Covenant of 
Works as Adam?s was. 


More- 


(20) 

Moreover, In making this the Pro. 
miſe which muſt Relieve and Comfort 
the diltreſſed 1ſraelites in the pureſt 
Goſpel-times, towards the end of the 
World, you as palpably contradiaÞ 
your ſelf in another reſpeCt; for we ſhall 
find you by and by ſtoutly denying, that 
the Goſpel-Promiſes have any Condition 
or Qualifications annexed to them ;z but 
ſo hath this which you ſay relates tof 
them that ſhall live at the end of the 
World. Tf their uncircumciſed Hearts be | 
humbled, and if they accept the puniſhment 
of their Tniquities, then will I remember my 
Covenant, &c. But be this Promiſe Con-W 
ditional or Abſolute, two things are un-Nþ 
deniably-clear. (1.) That it is-a Pro- 
miſe full of Grace, for the relief of Law- 
Tranſegreflors, ver. 40. (2.) That it 
was a Mount Sima; Promiſe, ver.46. and 
ſuch a Promiſe as you can never ſhew 1n 
Adam's Covenant. 

Beſides, It 1s to me an unaccountable 
thing, that a. Promiſe which hath a 
double comfortable Aſpect, 430 years ; 
back, and ſome thouſands of years for- 
ward ; ſhould not caft one comfortable 


glance upon the Penitents of the preſent , 


Age when 1t was made, nor upon _ 
til 


till near the end of the World. What 


| think you Sir, of the 3000 Jews prick'd 
| at the Heart ? A&s 2. had they no Relief 
| from it, becauſe their Lot fell not late 


enough in time ? Were the Penitent Jews 


lin Moſes and Peter's days, all born out 


of due time, for this Promiſe to relieve ? 


10 what Shifting and Shuffling is here! 
(Who can think a Man that twiſts and 
winds every way, to avoid the dint of 
an Argument, can poſlibly have a Moral 


Aſſurance of the truth of his own 
Opinion ? 
(3.) You ſay, Page 134. That through 


Chriſt's ſatisfaftion there 1 no repugnancy 


or hoſtile contrariety betwixt the Law and 


Promiſe, but .a# Agreement betwixt them, 


and that they differ only in reſpect of Strength 
and Weakzeſs, the Goſpel #s able to go 
through ſtitch with it, which the Law onn<- 
nt do, 

Reply, Well then, the Law conſidered 
as a Covenant of Works, whoſe Terms 
or Condition 1s, do this and live, and the 
Promiſe or Goſpel, whoſe Condition is, 
Believe and thou ſhalt be ſaved, are not 
ſpecifically different, but only gradually in, 
point of Strength and Weakneſs ; and 
the Reaſon you give, is as ſtrange, that 
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(22) 

this comes to paſs through the ſatisfaftion of 
Chriſt. Good Sir, enlighten us in this 
rare Notion. Did Chriſt die to purchaſe 
a Reconciliation betwixt the Covenant 
of Works as ſuch, and the Covenant of 
Grace; as if both were now by the 
Death of Chriſt agreed ; and to be juſts 


fied by Works and by Faith, ſhould afterſ 
Chriſt's Death make no Odds or Diff. 


rence between them? If it be ſo, why 
Have you kept ſuch a coll to prove 2oſes's 


and Adam's Covenant, yea, Abraham's} 
too, being Covenant of Works can never 


conſiſt or mingle with the Goſpel-Cove- 
nant? And then I ſay, you contradiQ 


the Apoſtle, who ſo directly. oppoſes: the 
Covenant of Works as ſach, 


Gal. 3. 18. to the Covenant of. Grace, 
and tells-us, they are utterly} 
inconſiſtent and excluſive of each other; 


and this he ſpake after Chriſt's Death 
and actual ſatisfaction : But 

(4.) That which more amazes me, 
is the ſtrange Anſwer you give to Mr, 
Sedgwick., Page 132, 133-1n your return 
to his Argument, That if the Law and 
the Promiſe can conſiſt, then the: Law can- 
70t be ſet up as a Covenant of Works. You 
anſwer, That the Law and the Promiſe 


having 


having divers ends, it doth not thence follow, 


| that there is an mconſiſkence betwixt them, 


and that the Law, even as it is @ Covenant 


of Works, inftead of being againſt the Pro- 


miſe, tends to the Eſtabliſhment of it. And 
Page 133. That by convincing Men of the 
Impoſſibility of obtaining Reſt and Peace in 
themſelves, and the neceſſity of bet aking them- 


ſelves to the Promiſe, &c. the Law is not 
| againſk the Promiſe, having ſo Bleſſed 


a Subſerviency towards the Eſtabliſhment 
thereof. Here you own a Subſerviency, 
yea, 4 Bleſſed Subſerviency of the Law to 
the Promiſe, which is that Mr. Sedgwick 
and my ſelf have urged, to prove it 
cannot be ſo, as it is a pure Adam's Co- 
venant ; but that therefore it muſt come 
under another Conſideration ; only here 


| we differ, you fay it hath a Zleſſed Sub- 


ſerviency to the Promiſe, as it is the ſame 
with Adam's Covenant, we ſay it can ne- 
ver be ſo as ſuch, but as it is either a 
Covenant of Grace, though more oh-- 
{cure, as he ſpeaks; or though the mat- 
ter of it ſhould be the ſame with Adam's 
Covenant, yet it is ſubſerviently a Co- 
venant of Grace as others ſpeak ; and 
under no other Conſideration can it be 
rcconciled to the Promiſe, But will you 

= = a ſtand 
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ſtand to this, that the Law hath no 


Hoſtile ContradiCction to the Promiſe, F 
but a Bleſſed Subſerviency to it, as you | 
ſpeak, Page 173, where you ſay, That 
if we preach up the Law as a Covenant of | 
Life, or a Covenant of Faith and Grace 
(which are equipollent Terms) let ws diſtin- | 
guiſh as we pleaſe, between a Covenant of Þ 
Grace Abſolutely aud Subſerviently /ach; 
then we make an ill uſe of the Law ;, by per- 
wverting it to ſuch a Service as God never 
:atended it for, and are guilty of mingling 
Law and Goſpel, Life and Death together, 
Reply. Here, Sir, my Underſtanding 
1s perfectly poſed, and I know not how 
Lo make any tolerable Orthodox Senſe 
out of this Poſition : Is the Law preached 
uÞP as a pure Covenant of Works (that 
:'s, preſling Men to the perſonal and 
punctual Obedience of it, in order to 
their Juſtification by Works) no way 
repugnant to the Promiſe ; but altoge- 
ther ſo, when preached in Subſerviency 
to Chriſt and Faith ? This 1s new Divi- 
pity with me, and I believe muſt be ſo 
to every Intelligent Reader. Don't I 
eppoſe the Promiſe, when I preach up 
the Law as a pure Covenant of Works, 


which therefore as ſuch muſt be Exclu- 
| ſive 
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* fiveof Chriſt and the Promiſe; and doT 
| oppoſe either, when I tell Sinners the 
' Terrors of the Law ſerve only to drive 
/ them to Chriſt, their only Remedy, 


who is the end of the Law for Righteouſ- 


| neſs, to every one that Believeth,Rom.1 0.4. ? 
are Works and Grace more conſiſtent 


than Grace with Grace? Explain your 
meaning in this Paradoxical Expreſſion, 


| and leave not your ſelf and others in 
ſuch a Maze. I read Gal. 3. 19.for what 
| end God: publiſhed the Law 430 years 


after the Promiſe was made to Abraham, 


| and find it was added becauſe of Tranſ- 


greſſion, =eorer+Jn it was put to, not ſet 


| up by it ſelf alone, as a diſtin Cow 
| nant, but added as an Appendix to the 
| Covenant of Grace z whence it is plain, 
| that God added the Si7ai Law to the 
| Promiſe, with Evangelical ends and Pur- 
| poſes, Tf then I preach the Law to the 


very ſame Evangelical Uſes and Purpoſes 


| for which God added it to the Promiſe, 


do I therein make an ill uſe of the Law, 


| and mingle Life and Death together ? 
But preaching it as a pure Covenant of 


Works, as it holds forth Juſtification 


| to Sinners by Obedience to its Precepts ; 
| do I then make it bleſſedly ſubſervienr 


C 3 (as 


AOT) 


{as you ſpeak) to the Promiſe, or Co- Þ 
venant of Grace? The Law was added þ 
becauſe of Tranſgreſſion, that is, to re- | 
ſtrain Sin in the World, and to convince | 
Sinners under gullt, of the neceſlity of | 
another Righteouſneſs than their own, þ 
even that of Chriſt; and for the ſame þ 
ends God added it to the Promiſe 3 I al- 
ways did, and {till ſhall Preach it ;: and} 
I am perſwaded without the leaſt danger | 
of mingling Law and Goſpel, Life and 
Death together, in your Senſe. 
*Tis plain to me, that in the Publica- 
tion of the Law on Sinaj, God did not 
in the leaſt intend to give them ſo much þ 
'2 Dire4jon how to obtain Juſtification | 
,y their moſt punCtual Obedience to its 
Precepts, that being tov Fallen Man ut- 
terly impoſſible ; and beſide, had he pro- 
mulged the Law to that end and pur- 
poſe, he had not added it, but directly 
oppoſed it to the Promiſe ; which its ma- 
nifeſt he did not, Gal. 3. 21, Is the law 
#hen againſt the promiſe of God ? God for- 
bid. And ver. 18. makes it appear, that 
had it been ſet up to that end and pur- 
poſe, it had utterly diſannulled the 
Promiſe ;z for if the inheritance be of the 
taw, it # no more by promiſe. What then 
can 


(27 y | 


7 can be clearer, than that the Law at $S7- 
' zai was Publiſhed with gracious Goſpel- 


ends and purpoſes , to lead Men to 


- Chriſt; which Adam's Covenant had no 


reſpeCt nor reference to ? and therefore 


: it can never be a pure Adam's Covenant, 
| as you falſly call it ; neither is it capa- 
| ble of becoming a pure Covenant of 
| Works to any Man, but by his own 
| Fault, in rejecting the Righteouſneſs of 
| Chriſt, and ſeeking Juſtification by the 


works of theLaw, as the miſtaken car- 


| nal Jews did, Roz, 10. 3. and other legal 
| Juſticjaries now do. And upon this ac- 
| count only it is, that Paul, who ſo high- 
| 1y praiſes the Law in its fubterviency to 


Chriſt, thunders ſo dreadfully againſt 


| it, aSit is thus ſet by ignorant miſtaken 
Souls In direct Oppoſition to Chrilt. 


(51y.) And further, to clear this Point, 
the Apoſtle tells us, Rom. 10. 4. That 
Chriſt x the end of the Law for righteouſneſs 


=7 every one that believeth, Whence [ 


argue, That if Adam's Covenant had 


| one End, namely,the Juſtification of Men 


by their own perſonal Obedience ; and 
the Law at Sai had a quite contrary 


| End, namely, To bring Sinners to 
| Chriſt by Faith for their Righteouſneſs 
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(28) 
the one to keep him within himſelf, the Þ 
other to take him quite out of himſelf, þ 
and bring him for his Juſtification to the | 
Righteouſneſs of another, even that of | 
Chriſt ; then the S$72a; Law cannot poſ- 
ſibly be the ſame thing with A7am's Co- 
venant of Works ; but the Agtecedent Þ 
15 true and plain in the forecited Text, 
therefore ſo is the Conſequent, 

Chriſt is the end of the Law for 
Righteouſneſs. Take the Law here, 
either more ſtrictly for the oral Law, 
or more largely, as 1t comprehends the | 
Ceremonial Law ; {till Chriſt is the end of | 
the Law. The Moral Laiy ſhuts up eve- | 
ry Man to Chriit for Righteouſneſs, by 
convincing him ( according to Gods de- 
ſign in the Publication of it) of the im- 
noſlibility of obtaining Juſtification in | 
the way of Works. 

And the Ceremonial Law many ways 
prefigured Chriſt, his Death and Satis- 
faftion by Blood, in our room, and fo 
led Men to-Chriſt, their true Propitiati- 
on ; andall its Types were fulfilled and 
ended in Chriſt, Was there any ſuch 
thing in Adam's Covenant? You muſt 
prove there was, elſe you will never be 
able to. make them one and the ſame Co- 
venant, (61y,)I 


l l 


( 29) 
| (6ly.) It ſeems exceeding probable from 
! Aﬀs 7. 37, 38, That the Sinai Covenant 
e | was delivered to Moſes by Feſus Chriſt, 
f þ there called the Angel, This ts he that was 
- | in the Church in the Wilderneſs, with the 
Angel that ſpake to him in the Mount Sinai, 
t þ 42d with our Fathers, who received the live- 
ly Oracles to give unto us. Now, if Chriſt 
himſelf were the Argel, and the Precepts 
r | of the Law delivered by him to Moſes 
were the Lively Oracles of God, as they 
are there expreſly aftirm'd to be, then 
e | the Law delivered on ount Simat cannot 
f | be a pure Adam's Covenant of Works : For 
it is never to be imagined that Feſzs 
 Chriſ® himſelf ſhould deliver to Moſes 
. | ſuch a Covenant, direCftly oppoſite to all 
the ends of his future Incarnation ; and' 
n | that thoſe Precepts (which if they were 
of the ſame nature, and revived to the 
« | 'ame end, at which Adam's Covenant 
directly aimed ) ſhould be called the 
o | £ively Oracles of God: When contrary-- 
. | viſe, upon your Suppoſition they could 
4 | be no other than a Miniſtration of Con- 
k | demnation and Death : But that they 
+ || were Lively Oracles, viz, in their Deſign 
2nd Intention, is plain in the Text ; and 
that they were delivered to' Moſes by Je- 
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ſus Chrift, the Angel of the Covenant, Þ 
ſeems more than probable, by compa- þ 
Ting it with the former Verſes. 
(71y.) Neither 1s it eafie to imagin how} 
ſuch a Covenant, which by the Fall of 
Adam had utterly loſt all its Promiſes, | 
Priviledges and Bleſſings ; and could re-f 
tain nothing but the Curſes and Puniſh- 
ments annexed to It, in caſe of theleaſt | 
Failure, could poſſibly be numbred a- 
mong the chief Priviledges in which 
Gods Iſrael gloried ; as it apparently 
was, Rom.9.4, Who are Iſraelites, to whon | 
pertaineth the adoption, and the glory, and 
ze covenants, and the giving of the law, 
and the ſervice of God, and the promiſes. 
Theſe things conſidered, with many 
more ( which the intended Brevity of this 
Diſcourſe will not now admit) I am fully 
fatisfy'd of the Falſity of your Poſition, 
and ſo may you too, when you ſhall re- Þ 
view the many groſs and palpable Abſur- 
Cities with which I have clogg'd and 
loaded it; with many more regularly 
and fairly deducivle from it, which 
1 could eaſily prodnce, did I not 
ſuſpect theſe I have produced have al- 
ready preſled your Patience a littly too 
far ; But if ever I ſhall ſee (which I ne- 
yer 
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ver expect) a fair and Scriptural Solution 


q of theſe weighty Objections, you may 
expect from me more Arguments againſt 


your unſound Poſition, which at the pre- 
ſent I judge needleſs to add. 

To conclude, Thoſe Premiſes (as before 
I noted) can never be true, from whence 
ſuch, and ſo many groſs and notorious 
Abſurdities are regularly and unavoida- 
bly deducible. For Ex vert ml niſs ve- 
rum, from true Premiſes nothing but 
Truth can regularly follow, 

Had you minded thoſe things which I 
ſeaſonably ſent you, you had avoided all 


thoſe Boggs into which you are now 


ſunk, and been able fairly to reconcile 
all thoſe ſeeming Contradiftions in 
Paul's Epiſtles, with reſpe&t to the Law 
at Sinai :; But however, by what hath 
been ſaid, your firft Poſition, That the 


| Sinal Covenant is the ſame Covenant of 


Works with Adam's in Paradiſe, vanifhes 
before the Evidence of Scripture-truth 
and ſound Reaſon, 

But yet, though what I have ſaid de- 
ſtroys your falſe Poſition, I am not wil- 
ling to leave you, or the Reader, igno- 
rant wherein the Truth lies in this con- 
troyerted Point betwixt ns ; and that 
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wilt appear by a due conſideration of the Þ 
following Particulars. i 

(1.) *Tis plain and uncontroverted, 
That Adam's Covenant in Paraajſe con- 
tained in it a perfedt Law and Rule of 
natural Righteouſneſs, founded both in 
God's Nature, and in Mans, which in its 
perfect ſtate of Innocency was every way 
_ enabled perfe&ly to comply therewith : 
For the Scripture tells us, Ecclef, 7,29. 
That God made Man upright, and his 
punctual complying therewith was the 
Righteouſneſs by which he ſtood. 

(2,) This Covenant of Works being 
once broken, can never more be ayall- 
able to the Juſtification and Salvation of 
any Fallen Man : There was not now a 
Law tound that could giveRighteouſneſs; 
the broken Covenant of Works loſt im- 
mediately all the Bleſſings and Priviledg- 
es, which before it contain'd, and re- 
tain'd only the Curſe and Puniſhment ; 
in token whereof Cherubims with flaming 
Swords turning every way, were ſet to 
keep the way of the Tree of Life, Ger. 
3. 24- 

(3.) 500n after the Violation of the 
Covenant of Works, God was praciouſly 
pleaſed 10 publiſh for the relief of Man- 

| kind, 
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| Sceond Covenant, which we call the C9- 
venant of Grace, Gen, 3.15. whichis the 
firſt opening of the Grace of God in 


| Chriſt to Fallen Man ; and though this 
' firit Promiſe of Chriſt was but ve and 
- obſcure, yet it was in every Age to be 
| opened clearer and clearer , until- the 
promiſed Seed ſhould come, After the 
| firſt opening of this new Covenant in 
| the firſt Promiſe of Chriit, the firſt Co- 


venant is ſhut up for ever, as a Cove- 


{nant of Life and Salvation ; and all the 
| World are ſhut up to the only way of 
' Salvation by Chriſt, Gal. 3. 23.1t being 


contrary to the Will of God, that two 


| ways of Salyation ſhould ſtand open to 


; Man at once, and they ſo oppoſte one 


toanother, as the way of Works and the 


| way of Faith are, As 4.12. John 14. 6. 
Gal. þ Hh 7 


(4.) *Tis evident however, that after 


| the firſt opening of the Promiſe of 


Chriſt, Ger. 3. 15, God foreſecing the 
Pride of Fallen Man, who naturally in- 


(clines to a- Righteouſneſs of his own 
[In the way of doing, was pleaſed to re- 
vive the Law of Nature, as to its mat- 


ter, In- the Sinai Diſpenſation > Which 
was 
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was 430 Years after the firſt Promiſe 
had been renewed, and further opened| 
unto Abraham , of whoſe Seed Chriſth 
ſhould come ; and this he did not in op-| 
poſition-to the Promiſe, but in fubſer.þ 
viency thereto, Gal, 3.21, And though 
the matter and ſubſtance of the Law off 
Nature be found in the $Sijai Covenant, 
ſtriftly taken for the Ter Commandment; 
yet the Ends and Intentions of God it 
that terrible $724; Diſpenſation were 
two-fold: (1,) To convince Fallen 
Man of the ſinfulneſs and impotency 
of his Nature, and the impoſſibility 
obtaining Righteouſneſs by the Law, 
and ſo by a bleſſed neceſlity to ſhut hin 
up to Chriſt, his only Remedy. And 
(2.) To be a ſtanding Rule of Duty 
both towards God and Man, to the end 
of the World : But if we take the Sina 
Covenant more largely, as incluſive ol 
the Ceremonial with the Moral Law, (a 
it is often taken, and is ſo by you, in the 
New Teſtament) then it did not only 
ſerve for a Conviction of Impotency, 
and a Rule of Duty, bur exhibited and 
taught much of Chriſt, and the Myſte- 
Ties of the New Covenant in thoſe its 
Ceremonies, wherein he was prefigured 
to them. ( 5.) When 
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(5.) Whence it evidently appear 


” that the S1ai Covenant was neither re- 
4 pugnant to the New Covenant in its 
” ſcope and aim, The law 7s not againſt the 
# promiſe, Gal. 3. 21. nor yet fet up as 


co-ordinate with it, with a deſign to 
open two different ways of Salvation 
to Fallen Man, but was added to the 


| Promiſe,in reſpeCt of its Evangelical pur- 


poſes and deſigns ; on which account it 


| is call'd by ſome a Covenant of Faith or 
| Grace, in reſpect of its ſubſerviency un- 


# to Chriſt, who is the end of the Law for 


| righteouſneſs, Rom. 10. 4, and by others 
| a Subſervient Covenant, according to 


' Gal.3, 23, 24. and accordingly we find 


| both Tables of the Law put into the 
| Ark, Heb. 9. 4. which ſhews their Con- 


| ſiſtency and Subordination with, and to 
| the method of Salvation by Chriſt in the 
| New Covenant. 


(6.) This deſign and intention of 
God was fatally miſtaken by the Jews, 
ever ſince God promulg*d that Law ar 
Sinai, and was by them notoriouſly per- 
verted to a quite contrary end to that 
which God promulged it for, even to 
give Righteouſneſs and Life in the way 
of perſonal and perfe&t Obedience, Rom, 
10,3. 
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10.3, for they being ignorant of Goas riph- | 
cteouſneſs, and going about to eſtabliſh their | 
own righteouſneſs, have not ſubmitted them | 
ſelves unto the righteouſneſs of God, Hence | 
Chriſt came to be lighted by them, and 
his righteouſneſs rejected ; for they reſt- 
ed in the Law, Roms. 2. 17. were married 
to the Law as an Husband, Roz, 7.2,3. | 
and fo might have no Conjugal Commun: þ 
nion with Chriſt. However , Moſes, 
Abraham, and all the Ele diſcerned 
Chriſt as the end of the Law for righte- | 
ouſneſs, and were led to him there- 
by. | 
(7ly.) This fatal Miſtake of the Uſe Þ 
and Intent of the Law, 1s the ground of 
thoſe ſeeming ContradiCtions in Pauls 
Eniſtles. Sometimes he magnifies the 
Law, when he ſpeaks of it according to 
Gods end and purpoſe in its Promulga- 
tion, Rom. 7,12, 14, 16. butas it was 
fatally miſtaken by the Jews, and ſet in 
oppolition to Chriſt; ſo he thunders 
againſt it, calls it a miniſtration of Death 
and Condemnation, and all its appendent 
Ceremonies, weak and beggarly elements ; 
and by thisdiſtinCtion, whatſoever ſeems 
repugnant in Pauls Epiſtles, may be 
iweetly reconciled; and 'tis a —_— 
0 


(37) 
© of his own making, 1 Tim,1.8. 

 Þ We know that the Law is gobd, _—_ Sag 
'-F if we wſe it lawfully. There Ss 
is 2 good and an evil uſe of the Law. 
d | Had you attended theſe things, you had 
not ſo confidently and inconſiderately 
pronounced it a pure Covenant of 
- FWorks, 


5, I Poſrtion, 


&- | Secondly, you affirm with like Con. 
- Ffidence , That the Covenant of Circum- 

ciſron 15 alſo the ſame, v1iT, The Covenant of. 
ſe Þ Works made with Adam in Paradiſe. 


5 This I utterly deny, and will try 
K whether you have any better Succeſs in 
0 Fthe Proof of your ſecond, than you had 
- Fin your firſt Poſition; and to convince 
3S yon of your miſtake, let us conſider what 
n Ethe general nature of this Ordinance of 
rs BF Circrmeiſion was, what its ends were, and 
th Ethen prove thas it cannot be what you 
it Fafirm it to be, the very ſame Cove- 
#5 Wnant God made with Adam before the 
nS Fil, but muſt needs be a Covenant of 
de Þ Grace. 


(1,) Cir- 
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(1.) Circamciſion in its general Naf 
ture, was (1.) an Ordinance of God 
own Inſtitution in the 9gth year of Abrþ 
hams Age, at which time of its Inſtity 
tion, God renewed the Covenant with 
him, Ger. 17. 9,10. (2.) That it conf 
ſiſted (as all Sacraments do) of an exþ 
ternal Sign, and a Spiritual Myſtery 1ig4 
nified thereby. The external part of it 
(which we call the Sign) was the cutting 
off the Foreskin of the Genital part 0 
the Hebrew Males, on the eighth Day] 
from their Birth. The Spiritual Myſtery 
thereby ſignified and repreſented, ws 
the cuttins off the Filth and Guilt 
Sin from their Souls, by Regeneration 
and Juſtification, called, the Circamciſing 
of the heart, Deut. 10. 16. And thougt 
this was laid upon them by the Com- 
mand, as their Duty, yet a gracious 
Promiſe of Power from God to perform 
that Duty, was added to the Command, 
Demut, 30. 6. The Lord thy God will cir- 
enmciſe thy heart to love him, &c. juſt ® 
Promiſes of Grace in the New Teſts- 
ment, are added to commands of Duty: 
(3.) Betwixt this outward viſible Sign, 
and Spiritual Myſtery, there was a Sacr«- 


mental Relation , from which Relation 
It 


Nab #t 15 called the Token of the Covenant, 
-odGen. 17. 12. The Sign and Seal of the 
br, Lovenant, Rom. 4. 11. yea, the Covenant 
-itu. t ſelf, Afts 7.8. 

with (2+) Next let us conſider the ends for 
con} Fybich Circumciſfion was inſtituted and 
ex ordained of God, of which theſe were 
ſig $"© Principal. 


For which reaſon this natural Cor- 
Iruption goes in Scripture under the 
wa name of the Uncircumciſion of the heart- 
- offÞfijer. 9. 20, a ep 
ion (2-) It alſo ſignified the putting off 
ſgof this Body of Sin, in the vertue of 
ugh Chriſt's Death, CC 3. 25 

"m-| (3+) It was appointed to be the in- 
ous} itiating Sign of the Covenant, or a token 
rmjof their Aatricxlation and Admiſſion 
nd, into the Church and Covenant of God, 
jr. Gen. 17. 9, 10, I1. 

| (4-) It was ordained to be a diſcri- 
tz. Minating Mark betwixt God's Cove- 
ty; 2anted People, and the Pagan World, 
x0, who were Strangers to the Covenant, 
4-1 42d without God in the World : And 
on *cordingly, both Parties were from 
it this 
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this Ordinance denominated the Cir 
camciſion and the Vncircameiſion,Col. 3.1, 

(5.) It was alſo an obliging Sign to 
Abraham and his Seed, to walk with 
God in the Uprightneſs and Sincerity off 
their Hearts, in the performance of all 
covenanted Duties,in waich Dutics Abra- 
ham and the Faithful wa kea Ovedientiall 
with God, looking to Cit for Righte- 
ouſneſs; but the carnal Jews reſting in, 
and truſting to tlioſe Duties and Ordi- 
nances for Righteouſtels and Juſtifica] 
tion, made it a Covenant of Works to 
themielves, and Circumciſion it felt x 
Bond of that Covenant. 

(6.) Now for as much as Circumciſion 
prefigured Chriſt, who was to come of 
this Holy circnmciſed Seed: of Abrahan, 
and his Death alſo was pointed at there- 
in, Heb. 2. 16. Col. 2. 11. of neceſſity 
this Ordinance muſt vaniſh at the Death 
of Chriſt, and accordingly did ſo. 

Theſe things duly pondered, how ir- 
rational 1s it to imagine this Covenant 
of Circumciſion to be the very ſame with 
the Paradiſical Covenant ! Did that Co- 
venant diſcover native Corruption, and 
direct to its remedy in Chriſt as this 
did ? Surely it gave not the leaſt glimps 
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Jof any ſuch thing, Did that Covenant 
ir {ſeparate and diſtingviſh one Perſon from 
*#another as this did? No, no, it left 
- M under equal and common Miſery, 
IhIEp/- 
off pede Adam's Covenant a Seal of the 
alſRighteouſneſs of "_— annexed to It as 
p- his had ? Rom. 4. He received Cir 
1 on a Seal of Ee Righteouſneſ of Faith. 
[ſhe Righteouſneſs of Faith 1s Evange- 
in, Jical Righteouſneſs, and this Circumci- 
di ion ſealed. Say not it was to Abraham 
ca-Þnly, that it ſealed it ; for "tis an inju- 
 toftious Reſtriction put upon the Seal of 
f af Covenant, which extended to the Fa- 
ers as well as to Abraham, Lukg 1, 72. 
zorſÞut you admit however, that it ſealed 
of rangelical Righteouſneſs to Abraham ; 
am, (put 1 hope you will not ſay, that a Seal 
re-Wt the Covenant of Works ever did or 
Tiry ſoul Seal Evangelical Righteouſneſs to 
ath ay individual Perſon in the World, So 
ven turn which way you will, this truth 
 ir- $i] follows you, and will faſten upon 
ant ou; That the Covenant of Circumciſion 
ich {has not a pure Covenant of Works, 
Co-Wt a Goſpel-Covenant , which I thus 
and Move. 


Argus 
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Argument 1. 


If Circumciſion be 2 part of the Cere« 
monial Law, and the Ceremonial Law 
was dedicatcd by Blood ; and whatſo. 
ever is fo dedicated, is by you confeſſe 
to-be no part of the Covenant of works; 
then Circumciſion is no part of the Cove- 
nant of works, even by your own Con- 
feſſion, But it is ſo, Ergo. 

-  Fhat it. is a part of the Ceremonid 

Law, was never doubted or denied by 
any Man: That it was dedicated b 
Blood, and therefore no part of the 
Aloral Law, you your ſelf not only ac: 
knowledge, but vehemently plead for it, 
Page 148. where you blame Mr. Seas- 
wick, with ſome Sharpneſs, and unbe- 
coming Refleftion, for making no d- 
ſtintion betwixt the Ceremonial Cove 
ant which was dedicated by Blood, and 
the Law written in Tables of Stone; 
which was not ſo dedicated, and there 
fore could not be the ſame with tir 
Aral Law, which you make the Cove 
nant of works; telling him, that thi 
Dedication by Blood onght to diſtin 
Suiſh it from the Aforal Law, or Sind 

| 2 Coven 
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enant of works, as you fay it doth, 
$nd ought to do; how then-can Circum- 
* WWiſon be the ſame with, and yet quite 
"*Frother thing from the Sinai Covenant ? 
7as the Ceremonial Law dedicated by 
lood? Yes, the Apoſtle 
lainly aſſerts it from Exod. Heb.g.18,rg. 
1. 7, 8. Moſes took the Book, 
the Covenant, and read it in the audience 
the people, and took, the blood, and ſprink- 
d it upon the people, and: ſata, behold the 
00d of the Covenant, which' the Lord hath 
ade with you concerning theſe things, But 
hat kind of Covenant then was this Co- 
nant that was ſprinkled with Blood? 
Wou tell us, Page 147. it could not poſſi- 
y be the Law written in Stones (which 
"yu make the Covenant of works) but 
1-5 indeed another Covenant delivered 
| 2 diſtinct Seaſon, and in a diſtin 
.Wethod. What Covenant then muſt this 
F, ſeeing it could not poſſibly (as you 

7) be the Sima; Covenant written in 
Bones ? It muſt either be the Covenant 
Grace, or. none. No, ſay you, that 
was not neither ; for it was of the ſame 
ture with, and is no other than a Co- 
nant of works, Page 151. it was the 
Fe, and' yet could not poſhbly be the 
__ fame, 
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ſame, Mr. Sedgwick, that LearnedGrar, 
Divine, is check'd Page 148, for con 
founding the Ceremonial Law that wz 
ſprinkled with Blood, with the 246; 
Law (which, you call.; the Covenant ( 
works) that was not ſprinkled wit 
Blood ; and ſay you, Page 147. It ca 
not poſſibly be the ſame : And then 7. 151 
you ſay, It's clear, theſe two, viz, ti 
Moral and Ceremonial Law, were both 
the ſame nature, that is, no other thay 
Covenant of Works, How doth this ha 
together ? Pray reconcile 1t if you a 
Yor ſay it is an ungrounded Suppoſition 
Mr, Sedgwick?s, that that Covenant whi 

was ſo confirmed by Blood, muſt of neceſi 
be confirmed by the,. Blood of Chriſt;all 
Page 148, But, Sir, the. truth yqu oppol 
viz, That the Book of the Ceremonl 
Law was ſprinkled .by Typical Bloo 
and therefore confirmed by the Blo 
of Chriſt for the time it was to continl 
ſhines like a bright Sun-beam in- yd 
Eyes, from Heb. 9. 14, 23, was not 
Blood that ſprinkled this Law, the iſh 
gure or Type of ChriſPs own Blood 
whoſe Blood was it then, if not Chriſt 
How dare you call this an unground 
Suppoſition ? was not that Blood Typ 
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rateeal Blood ? And whar, I prav yov, was 
conKrhe Artitype but Chriſt's Blood? And did 
Wot the Holy Ghoſt ſignifie the one by 
forte other ? Heb, 9. $. I ſtand amazed 
it 0c theſe things: You diſtinguiſh and 
wii-onfound all again. You fay it could 
coor poſſibly be the ſame with the Law 
151Wyritten in Stone, and you fay it's clear 
, [Soth were cf the ſame nature, no other 
Shan a Covenant of works. At this 
Fate you may ſay what you pleaſe, fcr 
nal ce Contradiction is no Crime in your 
| (200k. 


whil Argument 11. 


14/Y If Circumciſion was the Seal of the 
PoRighteouſneſs of Faith, it did not per- 
ON2in to the Covenant of works, for the 
10WMighteouſneſs of Faith and Works are 
BloW)ppoſites, and belong to two contrary 
UiNWovenants. 

' OF But Circumciſion was the Seal of the 
L Mizhteouſneſs of Faith, Roz, 4. 11. He 
1c Þ, e. Abraham) received the ſign of Cir- 
ood Wmciſion, @ ſeal of the righteouſneſs of Faith. 
ril:Wherefore it pertains got to the Cove- 
unYant of Works, bat Grace. 
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concerned' the whole Chnrch and Peopl 


+ . .: Ai 
A Man would think it impoſlible t 
evade ſo clear and Scripture an Arg 
ment as this is. The ajor Propoſition i 
even ſelf-evident and undeniable; th 
Ainor, the plain words of the Apoſtle. 

And what 1s your Reply to this ? ce 
tainly as ſtrange a one as ever I me 
with, Page 205. You ſay, 'T true, Ch 
eumciſion was a Scal of the Righteouſneſs i 
Faith to Abraham, but it was ſo to hin 
only, in his extrayrdinary Circumſtance 
but it was not fo to any of his natural Si 
in its ordinary ufe, 

{ cannot deny but I have met wit 
ſuch an Afertion before in Mr. 7 ombe 
and I can tell you too, that Bellarmine 
vented it before Mr. Tombes was bort 
and that Dr. Ames fully confuted it i 
his third Tome, Page 27. proving thi 
there was no extraordinary. cauſe of 
Abraham's account, why: God ' ſhoull 
juſtifie or ſeal him more than any oth 
Believer ; and that Abraham had nothin 
to glory in before God. But to reftral 
as you'do,: the publick Seali:of a Cor 
nant, that comprehended- and equa! 


of God, to one ſingle Perſon, ſo thi 
neither 1/aac nor Jacob, who were 
nal 
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ame enrolled in that great Charter, 
hould have any right to the Seal of it; 


Ws {ach a Concelit as amazes an intelligent 


cader. We know Abraham was the 
rſt that received it, but ntterly deny 
hat he received only for himſelf; bur 
c received it as the Father of alt i them 
hat Believe, whether Fews or Gentiles, 


Ws the very next words tell us, he re- 


"cived it that he might be the Father of 


A 


1alll 


] that Bclieve, that is, {or himſelf, and 


Wil his Spiritual Chi! Uren. One half of 


his Sacrament of Circumciſion you allow, 
are 205, to the relit that were under 
viz, to be a ſign of the Coverant ;, but 
© other half you cut of, and ſay it 
Fas only 4 Seal to him, What good 
oucners have you for this Expoſition 
[ the Text ? Have you the Concurrence 
Orthodox Expoſitors? Or is it the raſh 
d bold Adventure of your own head ? 
am ſure it no ways agrees with the drift 
d ſcope of the Apoſtles Argument , 
hich evidently is to prove, that both 
ms and Gentiles are juſtified by Faith, as 
braham was ; and that. the Ground of 


Witification and Bleſſedneſs, is common 


th to the uncircumciſed Gentiles, and 
cumciſed Jews z and that Abrabam, 
> 2 and 
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and all other Believers, have but on 
way of Juſtification and Salvation ; ani 
that how great ſoever Abraham was, it 
this caſe he hath found nothing where 
to Glory, ver. 1,2. and 1s not your E; 
poſition a notable one, to prove the Con 
muniz y of the Priviledge of Juſtificatio 

becauſe the Seal of it was peculiar t; 
Abraham alone? reCtifie it, and bette 
conſider it. 


Argument IIL 


in the Covenant of Circumciſion 
Gen. 17, God makes over himſelt t 
Abraham and his Secd to be their Got 
or give them a ſpecial Intereſt in hi 
ſelf. 

But in the Covenant of Works, Gu 
doth not, ſince the Fall, make over hin 
ſelf to any to be their God by way 0 
ſpecial Intereſt. _ 

Therefore the Covenant of Circul 
ciſion cannot be the Covenant of Worl 

This is fo plain and clear, that nol 
can doubt or deny it, that underſtan 
the nature of the two Covenants, A 
now Sir, what courſe do you take! 
avoid this Argument ? ſuch a one ſure, 
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o Man that ever I met with took before 


Won; and that's this, you boldly cut 


ſraham's Covenant Gen. 17, into two 
narts, and make the firſt to be the pure 
ovenant of Grace; which is the pro- 


Wiſory part, to the ninth Verſe, and the 


ſtipulation ( as you call it) Page 205. 
o be as pure a Covenant of Works, 
hat hard ſhifr will ſome Men make 
o maintain their Opinion! You ſay 
nly Page 205. that at the ſeventh and 
whth Verſes was their Reſtipulation,why 
en do you ſay, Page 224, that at Verſe 
e ſeventh, he proceeds to ſpeak of ano- 
er Covenant than what he had been 
eaking of before? Does the Promiſe 
nd the Reſtipulation make two Cove- 
ants, or are they juſt and neceſſary parts 
f one and the {ame Covenant? You 
o tell us, that the Covenant Gen. 17, 
2, 3, 4. was a plain Tranſcript of 
reral free Promiſes of the Goſpel, under 
e denomination of a Covenant. But 
by then don't you take the Reſtipula- 
In, verſe 7,8, 0, 10. to be a part of 
2 Oh, no, the is ſomething required 

Abraham's and his Poſterities part, 


Mey muſt de circumciſed,and that ſpoils 


Why, but Sir, if the requiring of 
iD 3 Circum- 
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Circumcifion alters the caſe ſo greatly, 
as to make It a quite contrary Covenant 
how comes It to paſs, that in the Cove. 

nant to Abraham, he himſelf was fir! 
required to be circumciſed ? Why this 
is the — here is ſomewhat required 
on their part as a Condition, and a Con- 
dition quite as the nature of the Co. 
venant. Very well, but te!] me then, 
vny you ſay, Page 223, and in may 
other places, that the Covenant made 
velth Mraram In Gez, 12. Was a Goſpel. 
Covenant, and yer there Abraham i; 
obliged to walk before God, and 
perfect 2 Does not that alfo there alter 
the nature of the Covenant, as well 5 
here in the ſeventeenth Chapter | ? You all 
grant the Covenant made with Abrahan, 
Gen. 22. was a pure Goſpel-Covenant, 0 
if you deny It, the Apoſtle proves it 
Hb, 6. 12. and yet there is more appez 
rance of reſpect to Abraham's Obediend 
in that Covenant, than is in ſubmitting 
to Circumciſion ; ſee Ger. 22. 16, 17 
By my ſelf have I "ſworn, ſaith the Lord \fo 
becauſe thou haſt done this #hing, &C. Tha 
7: Bleſſing T will bleſs thee ; and in mulriptyvilſ 
IT will milltipl ly thee, 
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T will trouble you on this Head but 
with one Query more : If the four firſt 


Verſes of the Seventeenth of Gereſis, con- 


tain a pure Goſpei-Covenant as you ſay, 
and the Reftipulation in the following 
Verſes make a Covenant of works, be- 
cauſe it thereby becomes Conditional : 
Then tell me, if you pleaſe, whether 
whar God graciouſly granted to Abraham 
in the former Verſes, be not all nulPd, 
and made void again by their Reſtipu- 


Wlation ? Does not this ſeem Harſh ? 


Here you have brought Abraham, Iſaac, 


Mand Jacob, and all the believers of Abra- 


ham's race, juſt into the ſame caſe you 
brought Aoſes and all the 1ſraclites be- 
fore, under two oppoſite Covenants, 
where one cuts off all that the other 
rranted. 

But there is a ſtronger reafon urged 


Wthan the cordirionality of the Covenant, 
to prove it a Covenant of Works, and 
that is, Circumciſion 1s made the Condi- 


10 of Abraham's Covenant; and that's 
he worſt of all conditions ; for it ob- 
iges a man to keep the whole Law, Gal, 
«3, *tis the yoke of bondage, and to 
vhatfoever Covenant it be ſo annexed, 
{ makes 1t become 4 bondage Legal Co- 
D a. Venait, . 
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venant. If we be circumciſed, Chriſt ſhall 
profit us nothing. Thus it was in the 
Covenant. Gen. 17. 

Great uſe is made of this in many 
parts of your Diſcourſe ; but Sir, you 
are greatly miſtaken. in applying theſe 
Texts to the Purpoſcs you do. . For the 
Apoſtle all along in that Epiſtle to the 
Galatians argues againſt the falſe Teacher, 
who taught and preſſed the neceſlity of 
Circumciſion, as a Bond obliging them 
to the ſtrift and perfeft Obedience of 
the Law, in order to their Juſtification 
thereby, or at leaſt to joyn it with the 
Righteouſneſs of Chriſ#, as a Con-cauſe if 
Faſt ification;, ſee Gal. 2. 4, 5, and the 3,1, 
Now againſt this Abuſe of Circumciſio! 
It 1s that the Apoſtle argues thus,and tell 
them, that in ſubmitting to it on thit 
account, they made the Death of Chril 
of no Effeft, and obliged themſelves bj 
it to the whole Law; for Circumciſio 
did not ſimply and abſolutely, in tht 
nature of the work or a&tion, oblig 
Men to the whole Law in the way 0 
Juſtification by it, but it did fo froi 
the Intention of the worker, and tit 
Suppoſition of ſuch an Opinion of it, and 
delign in it; for in it ſelf, and with re 


ſpec 
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| ſpect to Gods deſign in the Inſtitution 
! of it, it was to bea Seal of theRighte- 
| oufneſs of Faith, Rom, 4,11, and ſo it 
| was an excellent uſeful inſtruftive Ordi- 
| nance to all Believers, as long as the 


Ceremonial Law ſtood ; and even when 
it was expiring, as the Goſpel began to 


| open more and more clearly, there was 


yet ſome kind of Toleration of it, to 
ſich as were born of Jewiſh Parents : 
Thus Paz! himſelf circumciſed 77morhy, 
his Mother being a Jeweſs, As 16.1.3. 
but Tit being a Greek was not circum- 
ciſed; and that becauſe of theſe falſe 
Teachers, that would make an ill uſe of 


| that their Liberty, Gal. 2. 3, 4. this Paul 


could never have done, in cafe Circum- 
ciſion,in the nature of the aCt,had bound 
Timothy to keep the Law forJuſtification. 
By which it appears that the action in 
Its own nature, did not oblige to the 
keeping of the whole Law, but from 
the Intention of the Agent; and there- 
fore as the Apoſtle rightly argues, if a 
Man be circumciſed with this deſign to 
be juſtified by it, he would thereby bind 
himſe!f to the whole Law, and fruſtrate 
the Death of Chriſt to himſelf; but it 
was now to haye its Funeral with al} 

D 5 other 
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other parts of the Ceremonial Law 
which vaniſn'd, and were accompliſhed 
in the Death of Chriſt; and it falling 
out that ſuch a vile uſe was made of it 
at that time, the Apoſtle thus thunders 
againit it. Had this been obſerved, as 
alſo the like abuſe of the oral Law, 
you would have known how to have rec- 
conciled the Apoſtles Encomiums of them 
both, with his ſharp InveCtives againſt 
The one, and the other. Burt being Igno- 
rant of theſe two great and neceſſary 
Dilſtinftions of the Law, according to 
Gods Intention in the Promulgation of it 
at Sinai, and the carnal Jews Senſe of it, 
as a pure Covenant of works, againſt 
which the Apoſtle ſo ſharply inveighs in 
the places by you cited, all. your 23 
Arguments from Page 183. to Page 187. 
fall to the Ground at one ſtroke, your 
Aedins Terminus having one ienſe in 
your A4ajer Propoſition, and another in 
your A4zor; and ſo every Argument 
hath four Terms in It; as will eaſily be: 
evinced by the particular conſideration 
of the reſpective places from whence 

you draw them. | 
So in like manner in your arguing 
ere againſt Circumciſion, as a Pond to 
keep 
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kcep the whote Law ; and as-fuch va- 


cating the. Death of Chrift, is a ſtumble 
at the ſame ſtone, not diſtinguiſhing as 
you ovght to have done, betwixt an 
Obligation, ariling out of the nature of 
the work, and out of the end and inten- 
tion of the Workers, and this every 
learned and judicious Eye will __ diſ- 
cern. But we proceed to 


Argument TV, 
That which in its dire and primary 


erd, teacheth Man the Corruption of his 


Nature by Sin, and the Mortification 
of Sin by the Spirit of Chriſt, cannot 


be. a condition of the Covenant of. 


works; but ſo did C7ircrmciſion in the 
yery direct and primary end of ir, 

This Ordinance ſyppoſeth the Fall of 
Man, points to the Means and Inſtru- 
ments of his Sin and Miſery; and alſo 
tothe Remedy thereof by Cariſt, (1.) It 
lingles out that Gerital part, by which 
original Sin was propagated, Ger. 17,11, 


Pſalm 51, 5. to this the Sign of the Cove-. 


nant 1s applied in Circumciſt 20a, for the 
Remiſſon of Sins paſt, and the Extir rPA- 


tion of Sin for the future. (2.) There-- | 


fore it was inſtituted of God, that Men 
might 
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inight fee both the neceſſity and true way 
of Mortifying their Luſts, in the vertue 
of Chriſt's Death and Reſurrection ; 
whereof Baptiſm, that ſucceeds it, 1s a 
SIgN now, as Circumciſion was then ; as 
1s plain from Col, 2,41, 12, 1s whom alſo 
ye are Circumciſed with the Circumciſion 
made without hands, in putting off the body 
of the Sins of the Fleſh, by the Circumciſion 
of Chriſt, buried with him in Baptiſm, where- 
in alſo ye are riſen with him, through the 
Faith of the operation of God, who raiſed him 
from the dead. ?Tis clear then, that Cir- 
cumciſion directed Men to the Death and 
Reſurrection of Chriſt, as the true and 
only means of mortifying their Luſts ; 
and if it did fo, ſure it was not the Co- 

wenant of Works, for that gives Fallen 
Man no hint of a remedy, (3.) It was 
alſo a diſcriminating Sign or Token, be- 
twixt the Church and the Wold, God's 
People, and the Heathens, who were 
accordingly denominated from. it, the 
Circumciſion and the Uncircamciſion, the 
Holy Seed and the Gentiles, And now 
under the 1Vew Teſtament, the Children 
of Abravam by Faith, and the Children 
cf the Fleſh, This alſo ſhews it can- 
iſ! not be the Covenant of Works; for in 
that, 


who en = WW WS 97 nm Ne. OOH. 
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| that Covenant all are equally and alike 


concluded under Sin and Miſery, Ephef. 
2.3. and there is no difference made by 
that Covenant betwixt Perſon and Per- 
ſon, State and State. 

If this be not enough to evince, that 
the Covenant of Circumciſion is. a Co- 
venant of Grace, I promiſe you many 


more Arguments to prove it, as ſoon as 


| ſhall find theſe refuted, and your con- 
trary Afſertion well diſcharged from the 
roſs Abſurdities with which it is clog'd 
and loaded, You ſee how genuine, na- 
ural and congruous to Scripture the no- 
tion of it as a Covenant of Grace is, 
and all the World may ſee how harſh, 
alien, and repugnant to Scripture your 
otion of Circumciſion, as a Covenant 
jt Works, is. You ſee into what Boggs 
ouare again driven in defence of your 
Vpinion. Execmp. gra. 
That Circumciſion is a part of the 
cremonial Law, which was dedicated 
ith Blood, and therefore could be no 
art of the Moral Law or Ten Com- 
andments, which was (ſay you j the Co- 
nant of Works ; and yer that it 1s of 
ie ſame natute-; and that it's clear 
is ng other than a Coyenant of 
| Works 


/ 
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Works. Don't you there diſtingnih 
and confound all again ? blame and 
check Mr. Sedgwick without Cauſe, and 
commit a greater Abſurdity preſent- 
ly than you charged him with ? Dont 
you queltion whether that Covenant that 
was typically ſealed by Blood, was ſealed 
by Chriſts Blood ? Pray, Sir, conſider 
where-eyer God commands typical Blood 
to be applyed, it relates to Chriſts Blood 
Spiritually apply'd, or to nothing. 

Are not you forced in defence of your 
erroneous Theſis, to ſay with Bellarmin, 
That Circumciſion was extraordinarj 
in its Inſtitution, and applyed as a Seal 
to none but Abraham himſelf ? it excly 
ded even 1jaac the Type of Chriſt, and 
Facob a Prince with God. O what mil 
not Men venture upon in defence of thelr 
darling Opinions ! 

Are you not forced for your Securit] 
from the danger of the Third Argumei 
to cut one and the ſame Covenant mac 
with Abraham juſt in two, and of tis 
pure promiſſory part to make a Core 
nant of Grace; and of the other pa 
which you your ſelf call a Reftipnlatio 
to make another quite oppoſite Core 
nant? Don't you magnifie the PouniF 


ant 
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1 and Grace of God to Abraham in the 
nd firlt four Verſes, and then deſtroy it all, 
no by putting him at once under a contrary 
1. Covenant, and fo cut off all capacity to 
enjoy one of thoſe mercies? 
|| Don't you make Circumciſion in its 
own Nature, without reſpect tothe in- 
derfyitention of the Perſon, an Gbligation to 
wfithe whole Law, and that which truſtrates 
ooifithe Death of Chriſt, and yet mult grant, 
What Paz! himſelf took Timothy and cir- 
cumciſed him, and yet thereby brought 
him under no ſuch dangerous obligation 
to the Law ? In a word, | 

You reject all thoſe Covenants as le- 
7a], that have any conditions in them, 
pr reſpect to any thing that is to ke done 
y ns, and allow Ger, 12, and Gen, 22, 
0 be pure Goſpel-Covenants of Grace ; 
and yet in the firſt Abraham is bound to 
ralk before God and be perfeit; and in 
he other God ſaith, For becauſe thou haſt 
Woe this thing, ſurely bleſſing 1 will bleſs thee. 
And ſo much for f4braham's Covenant. 

. SP. 
III. Of the Corditionality Yof the. New 
Covenant. 

Come we next to conſider that Op1- 
ountÞion of yours, which led you into theſe 

and other = 
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other groſs miſtakes and abſurdities, and 
that is this, That the Covenant of Grace 
is abſolute, and whatever Covenant is 
not ſo, but hath any condition upon our 
part, muſt needs for that reaſon be 2 
Covenant of Works. See Page 229. 
It is obſervable (ſay you) that as the Co- 
venants mentioned Gen. 2. Exod. 20. &c, 
were all conditional, and therefore legal 
Covenants, requiring ſtrift and perfeft Obe- 
dience, as the condition propounded, in or- 
aer to the enjoyment of the mercies con- 
rained in them, which are all therefore done 
away in Chriſt ; ſo on the other hand ne 
fee, that the Covenant God made with Abra- 
ham, Gen. 12, 2, 3, and Gen.17.2, 3, and 
Gen. 22. 16, 17,18. was wholly free and ab- 

folate, and therefore purely Evangelical, &c, 

We will review theſe things anon, and 

ſee if you truly repreſent the matter; 

but in ordet to it, let me firſt tell you 


(1.) What we mean by a Goſpel- 
Condition. 

(2.) Prove that there are ſuch in the 
Goſpel-Covenant. 

(3.) Shew you the abſurdity of your 
Opinion againſt it. | 
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(1.) What we mean by a Condition in 
the Goſpel-Covenant. By a Condition 
of the Covenant, we do not mean in the 
{triteſt rigid Senſe of the Word, ſuch 
a Reſtipulation to God from Man of 
perfe&t Obedience in his own Perſon, 2t 
all times, fo as the leaſt Failnre therein 
forfeits all the mercies of the Covenant : 
That's rather the condition of Adam's 
Covenant of Works, than of the Evar- 
gelical Covenant ; nor do we aſſert any 
meritorious condition, that in the nature 
of an impulſive Cauſe, ſhall bring Man 
into the Covenant and its Priviledges, 
or continue him in when brought in. This 
we renounce as well as you ; bnt our 
Queſtion is about ſuch a Condition, as is 
neither in the Nature of it, an ACt per- 
fet in every degree, nor meritorious 1n 
the leaſt of the Benefit conferr*d, nor 
yet done in our own ſtrength. But 
plainly and briefly; our Queſtion 1s, 
Whether there be not ſomething as an Aft 
required of us in point of Duty, to a Bleſ- 
ſing conſequent by wertue w a promiſe ? 
Such a thing, whatever it be, hath the 
nature of a Condition, inaſmuch as it is 
antecedent to the Benefit of the Promiſe, 
and the Mercy or Benefit granted 1s ſu- 

ſpended, 
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ſpended, until it be performed, The 
Queſtion is not, Whether there be any 
intrinfecal worth or value in the thing fo 
required, to oblige the Diſpoler to make 
or perform the Grant or Promiſe ; but 
meerly that it be antecedent to the en- 
joyment of the benefit ; and that the 
diſpeſer of the benefit do ſuipend the 
benefit, until it be performed. ' hus an 
Act or Dity of ours, which hath nothing 
at all of Merit in it, or anſ{werable va- 
lue to the benefit it relates to, may be 
in a proper Senſe 2 Cozdition of the ſaid 
benefit. For what 1s a Condition in the 

true Notion of it , but 


* Cond'tio oft ſu= %* the Suſpenſion of a 
Jpenſoo atieujas Grant until ſomething 


AilpoBtionss, thn : 
07 7. a1;. future be done? or Þ as 


guid furwam Others to the ſame pur- 
far. Navarr. poſe, the adding of words 
Enchirid. 482. 
| to. a Grant for the fu- 
+ Eft verborum . 
adjefio in ftw Tre of a ſuſpending qua- 
rum ſuſpendcmti= Jity, according to which 
_ ap ne the Diſpoſer” will have 
T72 Al Zens . | 
wuls diſpoirum The benefit he diſpoſeth 
regulari. to be regulated. This 
properly is a Condition, 
though there be nothing of equivalent 
value or merit in the thing required: 
And 
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And ſuch your Brethren in their Aarra- 
tive, pag, 14. do acknowicdge Faith to 
be, when they allert none can be aCtu- 
ally reconciled, juſtifyed , or adopted, 
till they are really implanted into Jeſus 
Chriſt by Faith, and 1o by vertue of this 
thei: Union with him, have theſe funda- 
mental benefits a& nally conveyed unto 
them, wich contains the proper Noti- 
on of the Condition we contend for. 
And ſuch a Condition of Salvation we 
aſlert Faith to be in the New Covenant 
Grant ; that is to ſay, the Grant of Sal- 
vation by God in the Gofpel-Covenant 
is ſuſpended from all Men, till they be- 


| lieve, and 1s due by Promiſe, (not Merit) 
to them as ſoon as they do truly believe, 


Tie Notes or Signs of a Condition given 


| by Civilians or Moraliſts are ſuch as theſe, 


It, If not, unleſs, but if, except only, and 
the like. When theſe are added in the 
Promiſe of a Bleſling, or Benefit for the 
future, they make that Promiſe condi- 
tional ; and your Grammar (according to 
which you muſt. ſpeak, if you ſpeak pro= 
perly and {triftly ) will tell you, that Sz, 
{in, modo, dum, dummodo are all condi- 
tional Particles : ; and it 1s evident, that 


| theſe conditional Particles © are fre- 


quently 
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quently inſerted in the Grants of the 
Bleſſings and Priviledges of the New 
Teſtament : As for example, Markeg. 23. 
6 Suraca aTirwoer , If thou canſt believe. 
AFts 8. 37, 4 wwe iE dans mhs napdins, If 
thou believeſt with thy whole heart , thou 
mayeſt, &c. Rom. 10, g. T1 fav , That if 
thou ſhalt confeſs with thy mouth, and believe 
with thy heart, &c. thou ſhalt be ſaved, 
AMatth. 18, 3. *«v pn, Except ye be convert- 
ed, and become as little Children, you ſhall 
not enter into the Kingdom of heaven. Mark, 
5- 36. KSvov, Only believe. Mark 11, 26, 
6 NesxX, But if ye forgive not , &c. with 
multitudes more, which are all condl- 
tional Particles inſerted in the Grants of 
Benehts. : 
(2.) Having ſhewn what the nature of 

a Condition is, I ſhall, I-hope, make it 
Plain to you, That Faith is fuch a Con- 
dition in the Goſpel-grant of our Salva- 
tion; for we find the Benefit ſuſpended 
till this At of Faith be performed, Fohr 
3.36. He that believeth on the Son hath 
everlaſting life 3 and he that believeth not the 
Son, ſhall not ſee Life, but thewrathof God 
abideth on him. And molt plainly, Rom, 
10. 9. having ſhewn before what the 
Condition ef Legal Righteouſneſs was, 
he 


5 
he tells us there what the Goſpel.condi- 
tion of Salvation is,The righteouſneſs which 
15 of Faith, ſpeaketh on this wiſe, that if 
thou ſhalt confeſs with thy mouth the Lord 
Teſus, and ſhalt believe m thy heart , that 
God raiſed him from the dead, thou ſhalt 
be ſaved. 1 ask you, Sir, whether it be 
poſſible to put Words into a Frame 
more lively cxpreſlive of a Condition 
than theſe are? Do but compare Hark 
16,16. He that believeth, and 1s baptized. 


ſhall be ſaved, but he that bedlieveth not 
ſhall be damned. Do but compare, I ſay, 
| that Scripture-phraſe with the Words of 


Facob”s Sons, which all allow to be con- 


| ditional, Ger. 43. 4, 5- 1f thou wilt ſend 


our brother with us, we will go down; but 
if thou wilt not ſend him, we will not go 
down ;, and judge whether the one be not 
as conditional as the other : More par- 
ticularly, 


Argument I. | 


If we cannot be Juſtifyed or Saved 
till we believe, then Faith is the Condj- 
t40z on which thoſe conſequent Benefits 
are ſuſpended. 


But 
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But we cannot be Juſtified or Saved till 
vie believe. Ergo. | 
The Sequel of the Major 1s evident ; 
for as was ſaid before, a Condition is the 
Suſpenſion. of a Grant, till ſomething. 
fature be done- The Minor is plain in 
Scripture , Rom, 4. 24. Now it was ot 
writ! en for his ſake alone, that righteouſneſs 
Was imputed to him, but "for our ſakes alſo, 
ro whom it Fn be imputed, if we believe, 
GTs mane hoyitectas, Qibus futurum eff ut 
zmpatetur, to whom It ſhall come to pats, 
that it ſhall be impured, if we believe: 
And Afs 10. 43. Whoſocever believerh on 
him, ſhall recerve remiſſion of ſtas. John 3. 
26, He that believeth not, ſhall not ſee life, 
but the wrath of God remaineth on him ; 
with multitudes more, Now, Sir, lay 
ſeriouſly before your Eyes ſuch Scriptures 
as theſe, that promiſe Salvation to Be- 
lievers, and threaten Damnation to all 
Unbelievers,. as ark 16. 16. doth, and 
then give a plain and clear Anſwer to 
this Queſtion; either the poſitive part 
of that Text promiſes Salvation ab/c- 
Intely to Men, whether they believe, or 
believe not, and conſequently Unbeliev- 
ers ſhall be ſaved as well as Believers : 


and the zegative part threatens Damna- 
tion 
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tion abſolutely to Sinners, as Sinners ; and 
conſequently all Sinners ſhall be damned, 
whether they believe, or believe not; 
orelſe if you allow neither to be abſo- 
lute, but that none can be faved till they 
believe, nor any damned when . they do 
believe - : 1s not. that a conditional Pro- 


| miſt:and Threatning ? 


Argument II. 


It Gods- Covenant . with Hordicth 
Gen.12. 2,3, and that Ger. 17. 2, 3: were 
(as you ſay) pure Goſpel-Covenants of 


| Grace, and yer in both ſome things are 


required as Duties 61 Abraham's © part, 
to make him partaker of the Benefits of 
the Promiſes ; then: :the Covenant. of 
Grace 1s not abſolate, : but conditional. 

But ſo it was In. both theſe Cove- 
nants. Ergo. 

The Minor only requires proof, for 
which let us have recourſe to the places, 
and ſee whether it be ſo or not. 

(1. For the firſt you inſtance in as a 
pure Goſpel-Covenant made with Abra- 
pam, Gen.i2. 2, 3. + I muſt confeſs,as you 
liſmember the Text, pag. 229. by 
hooking out the ſecond and third Yerſes, 

and 
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and leaving out the firſt, which was the 
Trial of Abraham's Obedience in for- 


Taking his native Country, and his Fa- 


thers Houſe; I ſay, give me but this 
liberty to ſeparate and diſ-joyn one part 
of a Covenant from the other, and it's 
ealie to make any conditional Covenant 
in the World to become abſolute : For 
take but the Duty required, from the 
Promiſe that is made; and that which 
was a conditional , preſently becomes an 
abſolute Grant. Suppoſe , Sir , that 
Avraham had refuſed to leave his dear 
native Country and neareſt Relati- 
ons, as many do ; think: you that the 
promiſed mercies had b.en his ? I muſt 
plainly tell you, you aſſume a ſtrange li 


deal bolder with the Scripturesthan you 
ought; and the very ſame uſage the - 
ther Scriptures hath. 

(2.) For when yon cite your Secon 
Covenant with Abraham, you only. cits 
Gen. 17. 2,3. and then call it an abſolute 
Goſpel Covenant ; when indeed yo 
made it ſo, by leaving out the fill 
Verſe, which contains the Condition 01 
Duty required on Abraham's part ; fo 


thus run the three firſt Verſes, 2 
wht 


__ _ 


he when Abraham was minety nine years old, 
r- Bf the Lord appeared to Abraham, and ſaid 
'4- Wl wnto him, 1 am the Almighty God, walk tho 
Ns before me, and be thou perfett, and I will 
at WY make my Covenant between me and thee, &C. 
SE Here an upright Converſation before 
at F God is required of him, at God's en- 
'Or trance into this Covenant with him ; 
the F but that is, and muſt be omitted, and 
ich cut off, to make the Covenant look ab- 
a1 Bfolute. I am really grieved to fee the 
hat Scriptures thus dealt with, to ſcrve a 
earFdefign, 

atl- 

the Argument III, 

nuſt 

e I- If all the Promiſes of the Goſpel be 
res. Fabſolute and unconditional, requiring 

J0Bno Reſtipulation from Man , then they 
e 0Fcannot properly and truly belong to the 
New Covenant. 

But they do properly and truly belong 
0 the New Covenant:. Therefore they 
olutÞre not all abſolute and unconditional. 

yo The Sequel of the Major is only lia- 

ni'S$l: to doubt, or denial, namely, That 
MN Ofhe Abſoluteneſs ah all the Promiſes of 


PCONG 
cit 


S? 


; e New Teſtament cuts off their Re- 
All:tion to a Covenant ; but that it doth 
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{o, no Man can deny, that underſtand; 
the difference between a Covenant and 
an abſolute Promiſe, A Covenant is a 
mutual Compact, or Agreement betwixt 
Parties, in which they bind each other 
to the Performance of what they re- 
ſpettively promiſe : So that. there can 
be no proper Covenant, where there is 
not a Reſfipulation, or Re-obligation of 
one part, as well as a Promiſe on the 
other. But an abſolute Promiſe binds 
only one Party, and leaves the other 
wholly free, and unobliged to any thing 
In order to the enjoyment of the good 
Promiſed: So then if all the Aew Teſta- 
ment Promiſes be unconditional and ab- 
ſolute, they are not. part of a Covenant, 
nor mult that Word be applied to them; 
they are abſolute Promiſes, binding no 
Man to whom they are made, to any 
Duty, in order to the enjoyment of the 
Mercies promiſed : But thoſe Perſons 
that are under theſe abfolute Promites, 
muſt and ſhall enjoy the Mercies of Par- 
don and Salvation , whether they re- 
pent, or repent nat ; believe, or believe 
not; obey, or obey 1f8e. Now, to what 
Licentiouſneſs this Doctrine leads Men, 
34 obyijous to every Eye. Yet this ab- 
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ſolnteneſs of the Covenant (as you im- 
properly call it) is by you alerted, pag. 
229, 230. there is ( ſay you) no condi- 
tion at all, "tis wholly free and abſo- 
lute, as the Covenant with Abraham,Gen, 
12.2, 3. Gen, 17.2, 3. Thank you, Sir, 
for making them ſo ; for by cutting off 
the firſt Verſes, where the Duty requi- 
ed on Abraham's part is contained, 
you make them what God never intend- 
d them to be, And the ſame foul play 
Sin Deut..30. where you ſeparate the 
Jain condition contained in wer: 1, 2. 
rom the Promiſe, verſ. 6. Or if the 
ondition,ver/. 1,2, be not plain enough, 
ut you will make it part of the Pro- 

iſe, I hope that after in vcrſ. 10.is too 

lain to be deny'd. As to the other 

exts more anon : Mean time ſee how 

n deſtroy the Nature of a Cove- 

ant. 


ObjefF. But, ſay you,parg. 233. To.im- 


17s, (Þſe new Conditions, though never ſo 
Par- Wild, is a New. Covenant of Works with 
- re-FFme Mercy, but not a Covenant of 
lieve race, properly ſo called. 

what £ So. Ts true, .if thoſe Works or As 
Men, ours, which God: requires, be under- 
3 ab-Þod of meritorious Works in our own 
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Strength and Power to perform, it de. 
{troys the Free-Grace of the Covenant ; 
but this we utterly reject, and ſpeak on- 
ly of Faith wrought in us by the Spirit 
of God, which receives all from God, 
and gives the entire Glory to God, 
Epheſ.2, 5,8. 

Obj. But you will ſay, If Faith be the 
Condition, and that Faith be not of our 
ſelves, then both the Promiſe and the 
Condition are on Gods part; (if you 
will call Faith a Condition) and ſo till 
on our part the Covenant is abſolute. 

Sol, This is a miſtake, and the miſtake 
in this leads you into all the reſt ; though 
Faith (which we call the Condition on 
our Part ethe Gift of God, and the 
power of Believing be derived from 
God; yet the att of believing is pro 
perly our act, though the power Þ 
which we believe be of God ; elſe i! 
would follow when we act any Grace, 4 
Faith , Repentance or Obedience, th 
God believes, repents, and obeys in ui 
and it is not we, but God that doth 3 
theſe. This, I hope, you will not dar 
to aſſert : They are. truly our Works 
though wrought in Gods Strength, // 


26,12. Lord, thox haſt wrought all 0 
wor 
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works 1n us, (1.e.) Though they be our 
Works, yet they are wrought in us by 
thy Grace, or Strength, 

As for Dr. Owey, *tis plain from the 
place you cite in the Doftrine of Juſti- 
fication, pag. 156. he only excludes Con- 
ditions as we do, in reſpect of the dig- 
nity of the At, and 1s more plain in his 
Treatiſe of Redemption, pag. 103, 104+ 
in which he allows Conditions in both 
the Covenants, and makes this the dif- 
ference, That the Old required them, 
but the New efte&ts them in all the Fe- 
derates, 

I know no Orthodox Divine in the 
World that preſumes to. thruſt in.any 
Work of Mans into the Covenant of 
Grace, as a Condition, which in the A-- 
mmnian Senſe he may, or may not per- 
form, according to the power and plea- 
ſure of his own Free-will, without the 
preventing or determining Grace of 


God ; which preventing Grace ls contain- 


ed in thoſe Promiſes, Ezck, 36, 25,26,27, 
&c, Nor yet that there is any meritort- 
ons Worth , either of Condignity or 
Cozeruity in the Popith Senſe, in the very 
juſtifying Act of Faith, for the which 
God juſtittes and ſaves us. But we ſay, 
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That though God in the way of prevent- 
ing Grace works Faith in us, and when 
it is ſo wrought, we need his aſliſting 
Grace to aCt it ; yet neither this aſliſting 
nor preventing Grace makes the act of 
Faith no more to be oz7 Af: Tis we 
that believe ſtill, tho in Gods Strength, 
and that upon our believing or not be- 
lieving, we have, or have not the Bene- 
fits of Gods Promiſes ; which 1s the ve- 
ry proper Notion of a Condition, 


Argument 1V, 


If all the Promiſes of the New Co- 


venant be abſolute and unconditional, 
aving no reſpeCt nor relation to any 
Grace wrought in us, nor Duty done 
by us; then the Trial of our Intereſt in 
Chriſt by 24arks and Signs of Grace 
not our Duty, nor can we take comfort 
in Sanctification, as an Evidence of Ju- 
{tification. 

But it is a Chriſtians Duty to try his 
Intereſt in Chriſt by Marks and Signs, 
and he may take comfort in SanCtificatr 
on, as an evidence of Juſtification, Ergo, 


The 
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The Sequel of the 2dajor is undeniably 
clear, for that can never he a Sign or 
Evidence of an Intereſt in Chriſt, which 
that Intereſt may be without 3 yea, and 
as Dr. Criſpe aſlerts, according to his 
Antinomian Principles, Chriſt 


. "FUY iO \o Dr. Criſpe 24 
i5 ours (ſaith he) before we Vice a 


have gr Aclous Qualific ations, exalred.Serm. 
Every true Mark, and Sign 14. 


muſt be inſeparable from that 
it ſignifies. Now, if the works of the 
Spirit in us be not fo, but an Intereſt in 
Chriſt may be where theſe are not ; then 
they areno proper Marks or Signs; and 
it they are not, it cannot be our Duty 
to make uſe of them as ſuch ; and conſe- 
quently if we ſhould, they can yield us 
no Comfort. 
The A4jnor is plain in Scripture , 
1 John 2. 3. -Hereby we av kyow that we 
know him, if we keep his Commandments ; 
The meaning is, we perceive. and diſ- 
cern our ſelves to be {incere Believers, 
and conſequently that Chriſt is our Pro- 
pitiation z when Obedience to his Com- 
mands is become habitual and eaſfie to us. 
So 1 Folm 3.19. Hereby we know that we 
are of the truth, and ſhall aſſure our hearts 
before him, (i. e.) by our ſincere cordial 
E 4 Jove 
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love to Chriſt and his Members, as v. 18: 
this ſhall demonſtrate to us, that we 
are the Children of Truth ; and again, 
1 Fohn 3. 14. We know that we are paſſed 
from death to life ;, becauſe we love the Bre. 
thren, With Multitudes more to the 
ſame purpoſe, which plainly teach Chri- 
' ſans to fetch the Evidences of their 
Juſtification out of their Sanftification, 
and to prove their Intereſt in Chriſt, by 
the works of his Spirit found in their 
own Hearts. 

And this is not only a Chriſtians Li- 
berty, but his commanded duty ; to 
bring his Intereſt in Chriſt to this Touch- 
fone and Teſt, 2 Cor. 13. 5. Examine 
yorr ſelves,prove your ſelves,&c.2 Pet.1.10, 
Give all diligence to make. your calling and 
elettion ſure, (3. e.) your EleCtion by your 
calling. No Man can make his Election 
fure & priori, nor can any Man make 1t 
jurer than It is zz ſe, therefore it is only 
capable of being made fure to ns 4 poſte- 
7iori, arguing from the work of SanQti- 
fication in us, to God's eternat choicc 
of us. 

And as the Saints in all Apes have 
taken this courſe, ſo- they have taken 
great and Jlawfnl Comfort in the uſe - 
| theſe 


$8 
theſe Marks and Signs of Grace, 2 Kings 
30: 3. 2Cor,t. t3. 

I am ſenſible bow vehemently the Azri- 
nomian Party, Dr. Criſpe, Mr, Eyre and 
ſome others do oppugn this truth, re- 
preſenting it as legal and impracticable 
(for they are for the abſolute and un- 
conditional Nature of the new Covenant 
as well as you) but by your eſpoufing 
their Principle, you have even run Ana- 
baptiſm into Aatinomianiſm, and muſt by 
this Principle of yours, renounce all 
Marks and Tryals of an Intereſt in Chrilt, 
by any work of the Spirit wrought in 
vs. You muſt only ſtick to the imme- 
diate Sealings of the Spirit, which if ſuch 


| a:thing be art all, it is but rare and: ex- 
| traordinary.. 


will not deny but there may be an 


| 12mediate Teſtimony ofthe Spirit, bur 


ſure I am his mediate Teſtimony by his 


| Graces in us, Is his uſual way of ſeal- 


Ing Believers. We do not afhrm any 


-# of theſe his works to be meritorious 


cauſes of our Juſtification, or that con-- 
iidered abſtractedly from the Spirit , 
they can of themſelves Seal-or eyidence- 
our Intereſt in Chriſt. Neither do we 


$ aflirm, that any of them- are.compleat 
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and perfect Works; but this we ſay, 
that they being true and ſincere, though - 
imperfect Graces, they are our uſual 
and ſtanding Evidences to make out our 
Intereſt in Chriſt-by. And I hope you 
and the whole Aztinomian Party will find 
it hard, yea, and impoſlible, to remove 
the Saints from that comfortable and 
{ſcriptural way of examining their In- 
tereſt in Chriſt, by the Graces of his 
Spirit in them; as the Saints who are 
gone to Heaven before them, have done 
in all Generations. 


Argument V, 


If the Covenant of Grace be altoge- 
ther Abſolute and Unconditional, re- 
quiring nothing to be done on our part, 
to entitle us to its Benefits; then it can- 
not be Man's Duty in entring Covenant 
with God, to deliberate the Terms, 
count the Coſt, or give his conſent by 
word or writing, explicitly to the Terms 
of this Covenant. 

But It is Man's Duty, in entring Co- 
venant with God, to deliberate the 
Terms, and count the Coſt, Luke 14, 
26, tO 34. and explicitly to give his 

Con- 
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conſent thereto , either by Ward or 
Writing, Ergo, ; 

The Sequel of the Major is ſelf-evi- 


{ dent; for where. there are no terms or 


Conditions required on our part, there 
can be none to deliberate or give our 
conſent to; and ſo a Man may bein Co- 
venant without his own conſent. 

The #4mor 15 undeniable in the Text 
cited. If you ſay theſe are Duties but 
not Conaitionsz I reply, they are ſuch 


| Duties, without the performance of 


which, we can have no Benefit by Chrift 


| and the new Covenant, Luke 14. 33. and 


iuch Duties have the true ſuſpending 
nature of Conditions in them. - If you 
fay they are only ſubſequent Duties, but ' 
not antecedent or concomitant Acts 3 
the 28th Yerſe direCtly oppoſes you, Let 
him firft ſit down and connt the coft : And 
for thoſe overt acts whereby we expli- 
citly declare our conſent to the terms of 
the Covenant, at our firſt entring into 
the Bond of it, I hope you will not ſay 
that's a legal Covenant too, 1/a, 44. 3,4. 
1 will pour water upon him that is thirſty, 
and flouds upon the dry ground; I will powy 
my ſpirit upon thy Seed, and my Bleſſing 
upon the Off-ſpring, and they ſhall ſpring: 
up 
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ap as _— the graſs, as willows by the 
water-courſes. One ſhall ſay I am.the- Lord, 
and another (hall call mf by the name of 
Facob; and another ſhall ſubſcribe with hy 
hand unto the Lord, &c. A plain alluſion 
to Soldiers, when they Liſt themſelves 
under a Captain or. General, 'What T6 
mains now,to reply to theſe Arguments! 
but either that the places. by me cited 
and argued upon, do not-intend the new 
Covenant under. which we* are, or that 
this new Covenant hath its Conditions, 
and 1s not altogether Abſolute, as you 
have aſſerted it to be. 

And thus Sir, you are fairly. beaten 
eff (Cit I miſtake not) from the new 
Ground you had choſen and marked out 
to raiſe. your Battery upon, to demoliſh 
that ſtrong Fort which ſecures the Right 
of Beltevers Infants to Baptiſm, and you 
muſt return again to the old anſwers of 
Mr, Tombes and others, to our ſolid and 
ſabſtantial Arguments from- Abraham's 
Covenant, Gez. 17. which have been 
baffled over and over by Baxter, Blake, 
Syacnnam, and many other ſtont Chan- 
Plons for. Infants Baptiſm. 


Al 
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A!l that I am further concerned about, 
is to examine {o many of thoſe Scriptures 
as you have ſpoken to, which are by us 
produced in defence of thoſe four 
Grounds or Principles mentioned in the 
beginning of this Diſcourſe, whereon 
we eſtabliſh the Right of 1nfants-Baptiſm ; 
and to vincicate thoſe Scriptures from 
your ſtrained and injurious Interpretza- 
tions of them. Which being done, they 
will each of them ſtand in thoſe emi- 
nent places of Service, where they have 
been ſo long uſeful to the Cauſe we de- 
fend. 

As for your pretended Solutions of 
the incomparable Mr. Baxter's, and the 
learned and acute Dr. Burthogg's Argu- 


ments; I admire at your Confidence 


therein; and Jet me tell you, withour 
breach of Charity, *cis an high piece of 
Confidence in you, to throw the Gantler 
and bid Defiance to two ſuch Worthies 
yet alive, and eaſily able to detect your 
Folly in the Weakneſs and Impertinency 
of your Anſwers, Alas! my Friend,you 
little know what it 1s to have ſuch weak 
and inartificial Diſcourſes as yours, 
brought under the ſtri&t Examen of ſuch 
acute and judicious Eyes, But 
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nn SiC Dama leonem 
Inſequitur, audetq, viro concurrere Virgo, 


Nor will I preſume to anticipate either 
of their Anſwers to your Diſcourſe, (if 
they ſhall think it worthy of an Anſwer) 
but rather briefly refleft upon what you 
return to the Arguments of thoſe emi- 
nent Divines that are gone to Glory, in 
the Faith of that Truth you oppoſe; 
and are not capable of defending their 
ſolid and regular - Interpretations of 
. Scriptures, againſt the Notions you 
force upon them, contrary both to the 
Grammar and Scope of ſeveral of them. 

And here Sir, in the beginning, {t 
me-mind you what a learned and judicious 
Perſon faith, about all Interpretations 
of Scriptures. Forxr things ( ſaith he) 
commend an Interpretation, and eftabliſh it 
as a King upon the Throne, againſt whom 
there 1s n0 riſing up. | 


(1.) If the Letter and Grammar of 
the Text will fairly bear it, 

(2.) If the Scope and Argument of the 
place will cloſe direftly with it, 
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(3.) If the Interpretation ſet np a- 
gainſt it, cannot ſtand before both, 


70, or either of the former. 

(4.) If the Judgment of learned, wiſe 
er and impartial Men, be found gene- 
if rally agreeable to it. 

r) 


on According to theſe Rules (whereat 
ni- & you can have no juſt Exception) I ſhalf 
in Þ briefly, yet I hope clearly and ſufficiently, 
e; IN anſwer ſome of the Replies you make to 
cir | the Arguments of thoſe deceaſed Wor- 
of | thies : And 
ou | (1) In Page 1. you produce Mr. William 
the I Aler's Argument ad hominem againſt your 
\ [Praftice. Ze tells you your own Principle 
let I conderms you, for you rejett the Baptizing 
ous of Infants, becauſe there 1s 0 Example in 
ons the New Teſtament for it ; and yet baptize 
1e ) IN Perſons at Age, whoſe Parents were Chriſti- 
b it (vs, which is as much without a Goſpel-pre- 
ſident or example as the former. The Sum 
of your Reply is, That thongh ir ſhoulg be 
rranted, that there is no expreſs example for 
the Baptizing of ſuch mn Scripture, yet there 
are Examples enongh concerning the Baptiſm 
the Rf Believers, 


Reply. 
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Reply. Here you grant all that Mr. Al 
ohjects, viz, That you are altogether with. 
out Example or Preſident for your Pra. 
ftice; And object to him and us what 
neither he nor we ever ſ{crupled or de- 
nied, viz. The Baptizing of fome adult 
' Perſons upon the perſonal Profeſſion of their 
Faith, I have done-it my ſelf, and in 
like Circumſtances am ready to: do jt 
again. Once you clearly yield it, that 
you have no Preſident nor Examphte for 
your Practice in the Goſpel, That's all 
that he ſeeks, and what he ſeeks you 
mas. grant. As to the Precept and 

xamples of Baptizing: adult Believers, 
whoſe Parents were Unbelievers, and 
themſelves never baptized in Infancy ; 
that's not the Point you are now to ſpeak 
to: Nor have we any Controverſie 
about it. Certainly you are none of the 
fitteſt Perſons in the World, to clamour 
ſo loudly againſt us for want of expreſ* 
Prefidents for Infant Baptiſm, whilſt your 
felf confeſſes you want even one Preſi- 
dent in the New Teſtament: to legitimate 
your own Practice; and in the mean 
time are found in the ſinful neglect of a 
tweet and heavenly Goſpel-Ordinance, 
viz, the ſinging of Pſalms, for which 
you 
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you have both Precept and Preſident 
in the Goſpel, Col. 3.16. Fames 5. 13+ 
1 £or. 14 26. 

(2.) It 15 objeCted againſt you, Page 2. 
That if the Commiſſion Matt. 28. ex- 
cludes none from Baptiſm, but ſuch as are 
to be excluded by the oraer therein to be 
obſerved, and if Baptizing and Teaching 
are to precede or follow one the other, as 
there named by Chriſt, then theſe two Cor:- 
cluſions will follow, (1,) That Infams are 
not there excluded frem Baptiſm. (2.) That 
a Perſon may be baptized before he be 
taught ; for there we have Firſt p4Snrev- 
rare dye Te Ivy, Diſciple all Nations, 
make them Diſciples or Chriſtians,Secondly, 
We have GamTiCovrec, #) d)JuTrorTEs, which 
literally to tranſlate i Baptizing-teaching, 
Now then Diſcipling being a general word, 
that contains in it the two others that follow, 
viz, Baptizing and Teaching , and being 
tve Imperative Mood , whereas the other 
two are Participles; it Us manifeſt, that 
the whole Command or Commiſſion ts given 
in that, and the mode of Execution intheſe ;; 
and if the mode of executing that gene- 
ral Commiſſion be expreſſed in theſe , 
here Baptizing is firſf, and teaching 
comes after ; what is become of the order 

| the 
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the Antipadobaptiſts have fo long talk 
of ? 

7 The Summ of your Anſwer -is, That 
if Baptizing be firſt, and teaching cont; 
after ; then it will follow, that the Apoſtle 
r1aderſiond not their Commiſſion aright, fur 
they firſt preached, and then baptized then 
that by their preaching believed, AQts 8, 
Afts 10, Adts 2, with many other places you 
heap wp to the ſame purpoſe, and therefor 
Tnfants muſt be excluded by that Commiſſion, 
becauſe uncapable of being taught. Au 
rherefore let us criticize as we pleaſe, upm 
Imperative Moods and Participles , the 
caſe is clear, Teaching muſt go before Baj- 
HIRING. 

Reply, It had been more modeſt to. 
ſoſpect, that you underſtood not thr 
Text aright, than that the Apoſtles un 
deritood not their Commiſlion aright. | 
The order of the words (as this well c 
fortified ObjeCtion declares, and you cat 
not deny)puts Teacking after Baptizing; 
and though we ſhould allow you that 
they diſcipled adult Perſons by teaching, 
and taught others Baptized in Infancy, 
after their Baptizing them; in both they 
followed their order and commiſſion 1 
Diſcipling the Parents by Preaching, and 
teaching 
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teaching their Children Baptized. by ver- 
tue of the promiſe to them, after their 
Paptiſm : For he declares, Afts 2. the 
Promiſe is to them, and to their Chil- 
dren, which gives a right of both unto 
Baptiſm ;. and ſo teaching, according to 
the order of this Commiſſion, may be an 
antecedent Duty to the Parent, and a 
ſubſequent Duty to him and his baptized 
Children : For if #8747 includes 
Teaching before Baptizing, why ſhould 
not $1Þaoov7es,, which is put after Bapti- 
zing, reſpet the ſubſequent Duty of 
teaching both the one and other ? 

(3.) Mr. Allen's next Argument, men- 
tioned by you, pag. 5. Is taken from 
Matth.1 9g. 14, Suffer little Children #0 come 
unto me, and forbid them not, for of ſuch us 


iſ the Kingdomof Heaven. Whence he ar- 


gves againit your Objection of the In- 


capacity of Infants fag Baptiſm, That if 


they are capable of Intereſt or Member- 


1g} ſhip in the Kingdom of Heaven, or 


Church, they are equally capable of the 
dlen or Cognizance, which is Baptiſm, 
To this you reply three things: (1.} 
That it remains to be prov'd, that theſe lit- 
tle Children were Infants , and not grown 
Boys or Girls, capable of making an attual 
pro- 
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profeſſion of their Faith in Chriſt. (2.) Tis 
doubrful whether they were for preſent in the 
Kingdom of God, or were only clefted, and 
fo in time ſhould be of his Kingdom. And 
(3: ) Whatever they were, they were brougit 
unto Chriſt , who himſelf baptized not ;, nt 
to his Diſciples, who ajd baptize. 

Reply. Your firſt Exception 1s vain 
and groundleſs ; that they were very 
young and little ones, appears not only 
by Chriſts taking them in his Arms, but 
from the very Notation of the Word 
71414, a Diminutive Word, ſignifying 
a little Child or Infant. So Fohz was 
cald when New-born, Luke 1.76, and 
Chriſt when he lay in the Manger, 
and Moſes when among the Flaggs. And 
if this be not enough, St. Zuke gives 
them another Name, Luke 18. 15, 7% 
Bre?n, Infants, a word given to a Child 
in the Womb, #ke r. 41, And for what 
you object out of Piſcator, that the ſame 
word is us'd of Timothy, who knew th 
Scriptures from a Child ; *Tis an evident 
miſtake, or ſhift, for the word is «7 
Bpepes, He knew them not being an I1- 
fant, but from his Childhood or Infan- 
cy ; that is, when he had paſt his Infant 
State, in. which State thoſe were tha 
were 
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were brought unto Chriſt. And (2.) 
\Whereas you queſtion their preſent Right 
in the Kingdom of God, or whether 1t 
were not future by vertue of their Ele- 


Aion? The Text will not allow your - 
Interpretation, 74 ye Terror *e5v,, of 


ſuch is, not *7:7u , ſhall be the Kingdom 
of God. Their preſent Church-mem- 
berſhip aſſerted by Chriſt , is alſo a 
known Rule to regulate for the future, 
the Diſciples Carriage towards them , 
which was too ſevere, harſh, and there- 
fore highly diſpleaſing to Chriſt ; but by 
telling them they were Members of the 
Church, or Kingdom of Heaven ( they 
being very probably the Infants of be- 
lieving Parents, as their bringing them 
vnto Chriſt with ſuch affeCtion, through 
the Frowns and Repulſes of the Diſci- 
ples, ſhews ) lie givesthem a known and 
plain Rule how to diſtinguiſh Infants, 
and regulate their Carriage towards 
them, which God's Election can never 
be, that being an unrevealed Secret. And 
3.) Whereas you ſay Chriſt did not 
Baptize them, I reply, We never ur- 
ged this Scripture to prove hedid fo, but 
only to prove their Church-memberſhip; 
which methinks Chriſt aſſerts as plainly 

as 
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as words can aſlert.it, when he ſaith, of 
fach is the Kingdom of Heaven; and tho 
you uſe to quibble at the word 7Toy,of 
ſuch, as though it reſpected not the pre- 
jent Infants, but grown Perſons, reſem- 
bling them in humble and innocent qua- 
lities; Mr. Sydenham hath ſufficiently 
baffled that Interpretation , by ſhewing 
its inconſiſtence with the Scope and Ar- 
gument of the place, and how ridiculous 
this Senſe would be, when reduced to a 
formal Argument. 


(4.) The fourth Argument you pre- 
tend to anſwer , pag. 8. is drawn from 
1 Cor, 7. 14+. Elſe were your Children un- 
clean, but now are they holy. To this you 
anſwer two things. (1.) That the Holi- 
neſs here ſpoken of, is not a Federal, but 
a Matrimonial Holineſs, namely, Legiti- 
macy , and 1s as much as to ſay , your 
Children are no Baſtards, ſeeing one of 
you.is a Believer. 

Reply. If this be true, and the genuine 
Senſe of this Text, then all the Children 
in the World, not immediately deſcen- 
ded from one or both believing Parents, 
mult of neceſſity be all Baſtards, and 


their Parents, how ſolemnly ſoever mar- 
ries, - 
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ried, mult live in uncleanneſs ; and what 
12d Work (think you) will this Afſertion 
make in the World ? And how many 
Millions of Perſons will it nearly touch, 
oth in point of Honour , and Inheri- 
ance ? | 

(2.) You. fay,, Though the Holineſs 
ere ſpoken of ſhould be allow'd to be a 
ederal or Covenant Holineſs, yet for 
rant of an expreſs Inſtitution, it will 
ot warrant our: Practice. 

Reply, The Holineſs of the Children 
eing granted.to-be a Covenant Holinelſs, 
jone can deny them to be within the 
ovenant z how elſe come they to be 
oly by Covenant ? and if within the 
ovenant,, who can deny: them the Ini- 
ating Sign, which is Baptiſm ? Or how 
all they ordinarily be viſibly admitted 
tothe Viſible Church without it? The 
onnection betwixe their Federal Holi- 
eſs and right to Baptiſm, will appear 
lain enough from As 2, 38. which you 
me next to ſpealc to. 

(5.) You attempt to anfwer Mr. Allen's 
rgument from As 2. 38. Be baptized, 
r the promiſe is unto you, and to your Chil 

en, and unto all that: are afar off, even 
- [any as the Lord our God ſhall call, A 
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 Oa this Text you know we lay very 
great ſtreſs, for the Proof of Infant 
Baptiſm ; and it deſerves a remargue, 
that you wholly Suppreſs our Argument; 
drawn from that Text, but however re. 
turn an Anſwer to them all, ſuch as it is 
You firſt tell us, The . Promiſe here ſpokes 
of, is not a promiſe of any external prizj. 
ledges, but the promiſe of the Goſpel, or tit 
Grace of God in Chriſt Jeſus. 

Secondly, That the Promiſe was nt ty 
their Children as Believers Sced , nor ti 
them, or any other uncall*d by the Lord, bu 
only a promiſe of remiſſion of Sins, and re. 
cetving the Holy Ghoſt, upon their aftud 
Repentance, which Infants cannot perforu, 
and therefore cannat here be intended, This 
is the true and whole Senſe of yout 
Anſwer. 

Reply. Now becauſe you have whollj|P: 
omitted our Argument from this TextYgr 
(for which doubtleſs there was ſoma ( 
reaſon) I think my ſelf oblig'd to let thiÞin; 
World know how we expound it, and?" 
what we duly infer from that Expoſitionſcur 
of it : And then let the Reader judeg; 
whether by the forementioned Rules of {o; 
juſt Interpretation, you or we re in thi] 
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(1.) We obſerve this famous Text to 
contain the firſt Argument uſed by the 
Apoſtle, after Chriſts Aſcenſion, to per- 
ſwade the Jews to embrace Chriſtianity, 
by repenting, and ſubmitting themſelves 
| to Baptiſm, the initiating Sign of 1t ; 
i and therefore here we juſtly expect much 
| Light about this controverted Point ; 
Mi nor doth the Apoſtle in this Text de- 
celve our expectation. 

(2.) We take it for granted, that the 


M to perſwade the Jews (to whom St. Perer 
zl preach'd) to repent and be baptized. 
This you allow, when you ſay, pag. 10. 
He uſes it as a Motive why they and theirs 
ſhould aftually repent and be baptized. In 
ticſe two then there 1s no Controverſie. 
(3.) Wetake tt for certain, that the 
Promiſe here referr'd to by Percr is that 
xMgracious Promiſe, Ger. 17. 7. I will be 
oa God to tiice and thy Seed ; the adjoyn- 
Wing of their Children to them / ſaith Cal- 
W' (and with him Tuns the general 


ords of that Promiſe, Gez. 17.7. If 
0 b2 not ſatisfied with this, but rather 
vill refer it ro Foe! 2. 28. you are then 
blig'd to anſwer Mr, Sydenham's Argu- 

þ ments 


dire& and proper Scope of this place, is 


urrent of Expoſitors) depends on the. 
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ments # fortiorz, from that reference. 
But you make no Exception at. all to 
this Accomodation of it : And then the 
Senſe muſt be this, The Promiſe ſhall 
run as before, to you and to your Chil. 
dren. 

(4.) We ſay, that except it had had 
relation to the Covenant with Abraham, 
there had been no occaſion or reaſon at 
all here to have mentioned Children, as 
well as Parents; The promiſe us to you, and 
fo your Children: It had been enough, if 
he had only intended the believing Pa-i 
rents, excluſive of their Infant Seed, to 
have ſaid, The Promiſe is made to «8 
many as the Lord our God ſhall call, What 
reaſon or occaſion was there to bring 1n 
their Children at all ? 

(5-) We find here the Children boti 
of believing Jews and Gentiles mention- 
ed in the Promiſe , accompanyang the 
Precept of Baptiſm , and the Precept to 
them built upon the Promiſe , as tht 
which gave them.their Title to Baptim, 
vu 8p enayymnia, for the Promiſe is to 
you and to your Children. In the ſame 
Line that he mentions Baptiſm , he alſo 
mentions the Promiſe, upon which thel 
Right is founded; and in the iam: 


Ad- £,5*% 
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Breath with which he mentions their 
Children, he alſo mentions the Promiſe; 
which he would never have done. had his 
deſign been to have excluded their Chil- 
dren from both , or cither of them; 
eſpecially ſecing their Children had been 
ſo long in the poſſeſſion of both, Theſe 
things are obvious, natural, and every 
way agreeable both to the Grammar and 
Scope of the Text ; whence we argue 

Arg. If the Promiſe be the ſame to 
Believers under the Goſpel, that ever it 
was to Abrabam, and his natural Seed, 
then the Children of Believers by ver- 
tue thereof, have as good a Title to 
Baptiſm, as Abraham's Children had to 
Circumcthon. 

But the Promiſe is the ſame, Ergo, 
QC, | | 
Next, let vs conſider your Anſwers. 

(1.) You ſay, The Promiſe here ſpoken 
of is not a Promiſe of any external . Privi- 
ledges, but the Promiſe of the Goſpel. 

Reply. Your DiſtinCtion 1s vain and 
groundlefs , for 1t oppeſeth Promiſes 
that contain external Priviiedges, to 
Goſpel Promiſes, contrary to 1 Ti.4.8. 
Godlineſs hath promife of the Life that now 
is, and of that which is to come. Secondly, 

F 2 CIICUNe 


Sis. it 
Circumciſion then, and Baptiſm now, 
which have both their Foundation in 
that Promiſe, contain Priviledges in 
them of both ſorts. This no Man 
can deny, but he that thinks it no 
Priviledg to be admitted into the Vi- 
{ible Church by the external initiating 
Sign, and to be thereby diſtinguiſhed 
from the Pagan World. You have 
no Warrant therefore to divide thoſe 
things which God hath united. 

(2.) You jay the Promiſe was not to 
them as Believers Sced, nor to any uacalled 
by the Lord. 

Reply. Your meaning 1s, that theſe 
Words [4s many as the Lord ſhall call ] 
are a Limitation of the Promiſe to them 
cnly, whether Parents or Children, that 
are actually called z let this your In- 
terpretation be compared with, and ex- 
amin'd by the Scope of the Text, 
which you confeſſed before to be a Mo- 
tive to perſwade them and theirs to 
Repentance and Baptiſm, and ſee if it 
can ſtand before it, as ours doth : For 
if this be the meaning, then the Apo- 
file's Argument muſt run thus : I ex- 
hort you, convinced Jews, to Repen- 
tance and Chriſtian Baptiſm ; for 
whereas 
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whereas you and your Children have 
hitherto been an holy Seed, and the Pro- 
miſe formerly was to them as well as 
you ; but now the caſe 1s alter?d ; if you 
your ſelves repent and be baptiz/d, you 
ſhall have the benefit of the Promiſe ; but 
25 for your Children, they ſhall be in the 
ſelt-ſame caſe and ſtate with the Chil- 


dren of Pagans and Infidels : Indeed, if 


any of your Children ſhall hereafter be- 
lieve, they ſhall have benefit by the Pre- 
miſe, but no more than the Childen of 
Pagans and Infidels, which upon Repen- 
tance ſhall be equal with them. Repent 
ye therefore, and be baptized, for the pro- 
7 5 unto you, and to your Children. This, 


and no other, muſt the Apoſtles Motive, 


be, according to your Interpretation and 
Limitation of his Words, 

Ve make the Motive or Argument to 
run thus : God hath now remembred his 
Covenant to Abraham, in ſending that 
bleſied Secd, in whom he promiſed to be 
the God of him and his Seed ;, yea, and 
ct all believing Gentiles, as well as Jews 
and their Children: Don't you therefore 
by your Unbelief deprive both your 
ſclves, and your dear Children, of the 
mercies and priviledges of ſo great a 
F 2 Promiſe? 
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Promiſe ? Repent therefore, and be 
baptized, for the Promiſe 1s unto you, 
and to your Children, &c, Let the im- 
partial Reader judge both, and the ac- 
knowledged Scope of the place determine 
tne matter : And as It cannot ſtand with, 
the ſcope of the place, To neither (as 
| | Mr. Sydcram hath plainly 
Iefon'-Paprijmy evin'd) with the Grammar 
+5: 93, 7 of the Text, nor Rules of 
Logick, by which ( according to your 
Expolition) the Word [Children] mult 
be redundant and ſuperfluous, as being 
neither comprehended under Jews or 
Gentiles, thoſe that aremear, or far off ; 
into which two Claſſes or Ranks the 
Text diſtributes the whole World, but 
rauſt ſtand out of the Text, as a Party 
by themſelves ; though exprefly men- 
tioned in 1t, as thoſe to whom the Pro- 
miſe belongs. But enovgh of this. 
(6.) Having vindicated As 2, 38, 39. 
which confirms our Fourth Afﬀertion , 
»z. The Identity of the Promiſe the 
Jews were, and we are under: We pro- 
ceed next to vindicate 2 Col, 8. 9g, 10, 11, 
12. whereby we prove the Succeſſion of 
Baptiſm to Circumciſion, and vindicate it 
from that Foreign Senſe you force upon 
it, 
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It, to the great Injury of the Text, as 
well as of our Infants, whom you ex- 
clude from-any concernment therein. 

Without any repreſentation at all of 
the grounds on which we proceed, to 
prove the Succefſton of this Ordinance to 
that, you as raſhly as confidently call it a 
groundlefs Inference ; which, whether it 
be or no, let the Impartial judge, when 
they ſhail ſee the grounds on which we 
build that Aſſertion. 

(r.) 'Tis out of Controverſie , that 
the Scope of this place is to take off 
the Coloſſians from Circumciſion, and other 
Jewiſh Rites and Ceremonies, which the 
Falſe Teachers at that time earneſtly en- 
deavoured to reduce them to, as appears 
ver. 4. to be his plain deſign, And this T 
ſay, left any man ſhould beguile you with 
enticing words ;, and he faith it with great 
concernment of mind, as appears ver/. 1, 

(2.) ?Tts as plain that the Argument 
by which he eſtabliſhes them in the truth 
of the Goſpel, and ſecures them againft 
the danger of returning to thoſe Jewiſh 
Rites, eſnecially Circumciſion, 1s drawn 
from their Complearreſs in Chriſt without 
It, verſ, 9, & 10. and that whatſoever 
they had under Circumciſion, they now 
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22joy in as compleat and full. a meaſure 
and manner, as ever Abraham and his 
Seed did. Ard ye are compleat in him, |.e, 
11 Chrift. h 
(3.) To evince this he inſtanceth in 
the very caſe then under Debate, viz, 
Circumciſion, verſ,11, 12, And firſt di- 
finguiſhing of a two-fold Circumcilion, 
one made with, and the other without 
Hands, which he calls the Circumciſion 
of Chriſt: He tells them, as to doth of 
ticſe, namely, Inward Circumcilion of 
the Heart, end the external Sign thercof 
L00, both are fully anſwered in Baptiſm, 
in waom alſo ye are circumciſed with the Cir- 
enmciſion made without hands in putting off the 
body of the ſims of the fleſh, by the circumciſion 
of Chriſt, buricd with kim in Baptiſm,ver,1 1, 
I 2. that is, look as before inward Circum- 
cltion of the Heart was ſignified by out- 
ward Circumciſion of the Fleſh, as the 
proper, direCt and appointed Sign of it: 
Sonow, the ſame inward Circumciſion 
or Regenerailon of the Soul, is as really 
and fuily ftgnif,cd to you by the new 


Goſpel Sign of it , which 1s Baptiſm: 


And therefore you are as compleat, in 
reſpect beth of outward and inward 
Priviledges now, as ever Abraham and 

his 
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his Seed were. | Do but convert the Pro- 
poſition, and {ſuppoſe the Apoſile's Deſign 
had been to take them off from Baptiſm, 
and bring them back to Circnmciſion, 
and in order to It had faid, In whom ye 
2re alſo baptized with the Baptiſm of 
Chriſt, being circumciſed with him : 
Would not the Subſtitution of Circum- 
ciion in the place of Paptiſm have been 


| Clear ? And why is not this as clear as 


that would have been ! 

(4.) We further ſay, That except he 
had intended in theſe Words to have 
placed Baptiſm as an external Ordinance, 
in place and ſtead of outward Circum- 
cilion, he could never have pitch'd upon 
a worſe Inſtance than that of Circumci- 
tion, which was ſo much valued by them-:: 
Yea, from the very inſtance he brings, he 
had put a Ttrong Objeftion into their 
Months againſt his Aſſertion , verſ, io. 
That we are every way as compleat 
without it, as the Jews were with it ; for 


| then their Children enjoyed an Ordinance 


of great value, which ours are deprived 
of, having none under the Goſpel in lieu 
of it, Hence we argue, 


n S I. Argument, 
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Argement, If the Ordinance of Bay. 
tiſm now be appointed to anſwer the 
{ame ends that Circumcifon did to the 
Jews, and to make ns every way as com- 
pleat in Priviledges, as Circumciſion did 
them, then it comes in the place and 
room of it; and our Children have the 
iame right to this, as theirs had to 
that. | | 

But the Antecedent is plain from the 
Scope and Argument of the Apoſtle in 
This Text and Context. 

Ergo, So 1s the Conſequent. 

The Sam of your Anſwer is, (1.) That 
Creumciſion in the Fleſh is neither expreſs'a, 
wor meant here , but that of Chriſt in ht 
own Perſon. ( 2.) That if Baptiſm had 
been intended to have come in the place of 
Circumciſion, then it would follow that Fe- 
males muſt be excluded from Baptiſm. 

Reply. Your firſt Anſwer is manifeſt- 
iy falſe ; for if the Apoſtle diſtinguikes 
of a two-fold Circnmciſion, one made 
with Hands , the other made without 
Hands, then *tis manifeſt he means Cir- 
Ccumciſion in -the Fleſh, which 1s non 
aboliſhed, and all its -ends and uſes an- 
ſwer'd in Goſpel-Baptiſm. - And where- 
as you ſay, the Circumciſion hers 1] pou 
01; 
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of, is no other but the Circumciſion of 


Chriſt in his-own Perſon ; I would gladly 
know how the Coloſſians are ſaid to be 
circumciſed in Chritts perſonal Circum- 
cilion only ? And whether the Baptiſm 


here ſpoken of, wherewith they are fad 


to be buried with him, be not meant of 
Chrifts perſonal Baptiſm too ? and con- 
ſequently there is no need 'of the out- 
ward Ordinance to paſs upon them or ns; 
but eſpecially ?ris worth-while for you to 
explain theReaſon why he calls the Co- 


bofians © Citcameiſion. a Circumciſion of 


Chriſt made without hands, if he only 
intends Chrifts 'perfonal 'Circumcition ; 
when we all know that Chriſts perſonal 
Circutncifion was a Circumcition made 
with Hands ; and could not poſlibly. be 
ſuch a Circutnciſiou as theirs was, conlift- 
Ing in the putting. off of the Body of the 
Sins of the Fleſh; or Mortification of 
their Corruptions, Chriſt had no Sin 
by Propagation to put -off or mortitie in 
his own Perſon, | 

(2.). Your Second Anſwer 1s no Jeſs 
abſurd, That if . Baptiſm , according to 
our Argument, ſucceeds in the place of Cir- 
eamciſion, then Females muſt be .cxcluded 
jrom Baptiſm, You had as good — 

| | - ia 
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faid, That the enlargement of the Pri- 


viledg under the Goſpel , is no good. 


Medium to prove we are as Compleat 
now under Baptiſm, as they were undex 
Circumciſion : Cannot Baptiſm ſtand in 
the place of Circumciſion, becauſe it an- 
ſwers all its ends, with an advantage! 
This to me 1s a very ſtrange Anſwer ; 
however it muſt ſtand in the place of a 
better, rather than Baptiſm ſhall ſtand 
in place of Circumciſion. | 

Obj, But if Baptiſm ſucceed . in the 
room of Circumcihon, and. there be ſuch 
an Analogy betwixt. them. as . YOu, Pre- 
tend, then it will, follow, that you are 
oblig*d to Baptiſe your Children the 
Eighth Day, as they Circumciſed theirs, 

Sol, The Objection 1s frivolous and 


yain ; no Man that I Know doubts but 


the Lords Supper ſucceeds in the room 
and place of the Paſſover, Chriſt was 
the ſubſtance of that as well as. this; 
and that was abrogated by his Inſtitution 
of this, the very ſame Night, as ſoon 
as he and. his Diſciples had celebrated 
the one, the other was inſtituted , and 
;mmediately ſucceeded it ; and yet Chrl- 
ſtians are not oblig'd to the ſame Month, 
Day, or Hour for the Celebration of th 

5 Lords 
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Lords Supper: theAnalogy 1s betwixt the 
ſubſtantial parts of both, amongſt which 
the Spiritual Myſtery , Principal Ends, 
and proper Subjects are of principal Con- 
ſideration ; not the minuter Circum- 
ſtances of time and place. In the Paſſ- 
over and the Lords Supper there is a 
Correſpondence betwixt the proper Sub- 
je&s of bath : No uncircumciſed Perſon, 
or Stranger to the Covenant might cat 
of that, Exod, 12. 43, 48. No unbe- 
lieving Perſon, uncircumciſed in Heart, 
hath a right to this, 1 Cor. 11, 27, 28, 
So in the other, The Infants of God's 
Covenanted People were the proper Sub- 
jects of Circumciſion then, and ſo they 
are {ſay we).of Baptiſm now ;, for the 
ſame Promiſe 'is tl to Believers and 
their Children, Ads 2. 35,.39, Here lies 
the. Analogy, and not in the variable 
circtimſtances. of time. -. 

" Whereas you fay , pag. 12. Paptiſm 
cannot ſucceed Circumciſion, becauſe it 
ſeaves no Character or Mark upon the 
Body, as that did. This very Objecti- 
on of yours is borrowed in expreſs 
Words: from, Socinus, . that Enem: y. of 
Chriſt, in Diſp. ae. Bap. pag. 113. and ful- 
ly anſwered by Maccovins, Loc, Com. pag. 
030, 831, Objett, 
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Obje&. But it will be further ſaid, that 
according to our Opinion there can he 
no Analogy or Correſpondency betwixt 
the very Subjects of both Ordinances; 
for Infants at eight days Old were 
the proper Subjects of Circumciſion , 
but the Subjects of Baptiſm were adult 
believers, from the time of it's firſt in- 
ſtitution. And ſo the Analogy fails in 
the very Subjects. 
Sol, This Objection 1s grounded upon 
a great Miſtake, "tis your Opinion.not 
ours that deſtroys it. For with us it lyes 
fairly in theſe three reſpects of it (1,) 
We find that at the firſt inſtitution cf 
Circumciſion, Abraham the Father, at 
Ninety Years old, and all the Men of his 
Houſe, were firſt Circumciſed, Gey, 17, 
25, 26, 27, Anſwerably,_ at the firlt in- 
ſtitution of Baptiſm, . Parents, 'Maſters 
of Families, &c. being adult believers, 
were firſt Baptized. (2.) After the Cir- 
cumciſion of 4b-aham and the Men of his 
Houſe their Infant Seed were alſo Cir- 
cumciſed, the promiſe belonging to them, 
as well as their Parents. Anſwerably 
under the Goſpel the whole Families of 
believers were Baptized, and the promiſ 
- runs to their Infants under the Goſpel as 
it 
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it did before, Aﬀs 2. 39. (3.) As In 
the days of Circumciſion, if any ſtranger 
that had not been Cicumciſed in his In- 
fancy, ſhould afterwards become a Proſe- 
lyte,and joyn himſelf to the Lord, he was 
to be Circumciſed, of what ever Age he 
was : Sonow, if any Infidel ſhall be con- 
verted,he Is to be Baptized upon his Per- 
ſonal Profeſſion of Faith. And ſo much for 


| the Analogy, As for-your Correfpondency 


of Identity I cannot underſtand ir. 

I meet with little more in your firſt 
{ Part, werein I have any concernment. 
only there I find four Arguments in Mood 
and Figure againſt the Innovation of 
Symbolical Rites by Humane Authority, 
Into the Worſhip of God ; which is cer. 
tainly the beſt Page in your Book. And 
| of them I have nothing to ſay, but that 
| they are good Ware, and I very well 
know the Mark and Number of that 
Parcel of Goods, and to whom they 
| Properly belong. 
| But yet before I diſmiſs your Book I 
| think my ſelf-concern'd to Vindicate one 
place of Scripture more,v1z. Roz. 11.16, 
17. Which TI alledg'd in the beginning, 
{ for the confirmation of our firſt Propoſi- 


tion,viz., That Gods Covenant with Abra- 
- ham, 
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ham, Gen, 17. 1s the ſame Covenant for 
Subſtance we Gentile Believers are now 
under. If the firſt Fruits be holy, the lump # 
alſo holy. And if the root be holy. ſo are the bran. 
ches; and if” ſome of the brazches be broken 
off,, and thou being a wild Olive wer eſt graf- 
ted in among them, and with them partakeſt 
of the root and fatneſs of the Olive Tree: 
boaſt not againſt the branches, &C. ' his 
place is deſervedly of great value with 
us, to prove that we Gentile Believers, 
with our Infant Seed, are inveſted un- 
der the Goſpel with the ſame Subſtan- 


tial Priviledges that the Jews and their 


Infants formerly enjoy'd. Here without 
opening one term, you proceed in your 
wonted manner, confidently to deny the 
Arguments of our Learned Divines from 
this place, I ſhall therefore open this Fa- 
mous Text, and regularly deduce the 
right of Gentile believers Infants to 


Baptiſm from it ; and here, keeping to 


the rules above, 

(1) I note that ver. 13, 14, 15, glve 
us the true /cvel and ſcope of the Apoltles 
Argument, which 1s to prove the calling 
in again of the Jews,though for the prc- 
ſent broken off; and on this ground to 
excite himſelf to all diligence for their 

CON- 
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converſion, and ſuppreſs ail gforying and 
boaſting In the Gentile Believers, as if 
they were more worthy than thoſe, be- 
cauſe they fill their Rooms and places. 

(2) To prove the calling again of 
the Jews he argues ſtrongly,vcr. 15, trom 
the Feacral Holineſs derived to the 
branches from their root or Anceſtours, 
nzmely, Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob, with 
whom the Covenant was made, Gen, 1-. 
For if the firſt fruit be holy, the lump s 
clſo holy. . And if the root be holy, ſo are 
the branches, (i.e.) Abraham, Tjaac and 


| Jacob heing in Covenant with God, A 
Federal "Holineſs is from them derived 
tothe branches, And this can be no other 
| than a Federal Holineſs, becauſe thoſe 
' their Anceſtours were utterly uncapable 
to tranſmit any inherent Holineſs to 


them; That being the Incommunicable 


| Prerogative of God, This Federal Ho- 


lineſs lying ſtill in the root, (the Co- 
venant with Abraham) will recover the 
branches again to Life, though at pre- 
ſent many of them be broken off, as 


| 7ob ſpeaks in another caſe, Job. 14. 7, 
|, 9. There is hope of a Tree though it be 
cut down, that jt will Sprout again; and 
that the tender branch thereof will not ceaſe 


though 
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though the root thereof waz old in the Earth, 
and the Stock, thereof dye in the ground, 

ct through the ſcent of water it will bud, 
and bring forth boughs like a plant. 

(3) We affirm by the Authority of 
this Text, that all the Jewiſh Nation 
was not broken off, but only a part of 
it: So the 17th. ver. plainly declares; 
And if ſome of the branches be broken <f, 
8c. Not all, but {ome. For many 
them were converted to Chrift. We 
read of Three Thouſand at one Sermon, 
Afs 2. And multitudes more at other 
times; all theſe converted Jews ftood in 
the Apoſtles time, as branches in thetru: 
Olive, ſtill enjoying all their priviledg- 
es : And that which brake off them tha 
were broken off, was nothing elſe but 
their own unbelief, ver, 20. Well then, 
becauſe of unbelief they were broken off. Fat 
at the promulgation of the Goſpel, a 
new Article was added to their Cree; 
namely, that this ſame Feſus whom they hat 
crucifyed, is the promiſed and true Meſſial, 
This ſome believed, and ſo ſtood by Faiti, 
ſtill enjoying all their ancient priviledgs 
of the Covenant : others believed not, 
and their unbelief broke them off. 


( 4.) We 
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(4.) We find in this place two ſorts 
of Branches growing upon this Root 
Abrabam ; ſome natural Branches, name- 
ly Fews by Nature, embracing Chriſt by 
f Faith ; others wild and foreign Branches, 
2iz, Gentiles by Nature, but ingrafted by 


f Faith, and by their Ingrafture growing | 


among the natural Branches, and with 
them partaking of the Root and Fat- 
neſs of the Olive-tree, wver/. 17. that is, 
the rich Priviledges of the Covenant, 
and Promife to Abraham, Gen. 17. 1 will 
je a God to thee, and to thy Seed. This Is 
the ſweet Juice or Fatneſs of the Olive- 
tree, which both ſorts of Branches live 
upon, ver/, 17. ſome on the external, 
dthers on the internal, ſome on both, 
(5.) Theſe naturally wild, hut now 
engrafted Branches , viz. the Believing 
entiles, being grafted by Faith among{t 
the natural Branches , and with them 
Incking the Fatneſs of the ſame Root 
and Olive, that is to ſay,the Priviledpges, 
Urdinances and Franchiſes of the Church; 
1 {We cannot-but judge tit to be a natural, 
aciear and neceflary Conſequent, that the 
Fame Priviledges the natural Branches 
once had, and the remaining Branches, 
amongſt whom the Gentile Beljevers were 
7 ingrafted 
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ingrafted , then had ; the very ſamethe 
Gentile Believers and their Children dof 
now enjoy, by vertue of their Intereſt ( 
in the ſame Root; elſe we cannot un-N* 
deritand how we ſhould be ſaid © par. * 
take with them of the root and fatneſs of" 


the Olive: Certainly the Sap 1s the lame, 
which the Root ſends into all tie 
Branches, whether they be zatural, or 
ingrafted ones 3 and is as plentitully 
communicatcd to the jzgrafred, as to the 
natural Branches : For the watering 0 
this Olive with the more rich an:! plentl- 
ful Grace cf the Goſpel, muſt mai. the 
Olive-tree 2s £35 and flonriming as C17 
was to ſupply all :rs Branches, and 1::ar 
than ever beiore. 

Seeing then we Gentiles have (1.) Ti 
ſame grafcing into the true Olive. And 
(2.,) That our preſent grafting in, Is an 
{werable to their preſent caſting ou 
And (3.) That their re-ingrafting in ths 
end of tie World, ſhall be the ſame fo 
ſubſtance that ours now is, and. thelr 
own firſt was : For when they were fir 
taken In, they and their Children were 
taken in together ; when they were bro- 
ken off, they and their Children were 
broken off together 3 and when - 
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ſhall be taken in again, they and their 
Children ſhall be taken in again. And 
(4.) Seeing all theſe their expected mer- 
cies are ſecured to them by the Cove- 
Wnoant with Abraham, Iſaac and Facob, 
Awliich will extend again to them, when 
their Unbelief ſhall be taken away : Me- 
thinks (as was ſaid before) nothing can 
be clearer than this Concluſion, That we 
entile Believers are now inveſted with the 
une Priviledges they once enjoy d, and our 
bildren have the ſame Federal Holineſs, or 
elation t9 the Covenant theirs had, by be- 
ng grafted amongſt them, and living on 
he ſame Sap they did, and that by the 
Mme Promiſe, As 2, 39. 

But you will ſay, There's no mention 
ere made of the grafting in of our 
hildren with us. We reply, Neither 
there any mention here made of the 
reaking off of their Children with them, 
Wiich yet was ſo, Nor was there need 
fo ay it, ſeeing both their Infants and 
ejrfÞ.r are comprehended in the Parents,as 
i185 are comprehended in the Branch, 
crefſÞ} Buds in the Graft ; and the. one be- 
70.85 boly, fois the other : And this Fede- 
er! Holineſs of the Children is not only 
rerÞeationed in this Chapter, ver. 16, but 
hal alſo 
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alſo in 1 Cor, 7. 14. Now are your Chi 
dren holy. And the very ſame Promiſ 
which conveigh'd the Fatneſs of th 
Olive to Abraham's natural Seed, man 
feſtly extends it ſelf to the Gentile Be 
lievers Seed, Atts 2. 38, 39. Andi 
Men will not ſhut their Eyes, and ſtud 
Evaſions, what can be plainer fra 
Scripture in this Explication and Appl 
cation of this place! We have with y 
the Conſent of the generality of Ortli 
dox Expofitors ; the Senſe it felf is ge 
nuine, eafie, and unconſtrained ; aere 
able with the Letter and Scope of 
Text; whether the Senſe you ſet 
againſt it be as probable as this, y 
come next to examine. And truly, St 
your Anſwer is as ambiguons as a DI 
phic Oracle : For (1.) Youtell us, pa; 
That the ingrafting ſpoken of #1: this platt 
into the inviſible Church by elefion, Well 
It is into the viſible Church by Profeſſi 
of Faith ; for we know not how to 

derftand any breaking off from the! 
viſible Church, nor falling from Ele 
on : But tis like you better confide 

the Conſequents of that Opinion dra 
upon you by Mr. Sydenham in his 6 


] 

] 

[ 
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Page, and therefore nauſeating L. | 
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Dregs of Arminianiſm, you ſpeak more 
Orthodoxly to the Point, pag. 27, where 
you honeltly acknowledge, That the 
Church of the Fews and Gentiles, as to the 
true Efſence and imward Subſt ance of either, 
is one aud the ſame; in which reſpett the 
believing Gentiles (according to the Apoſtles 
Metaphor) are here ſaid to be grafted in 
amongſt them, and with them to be made 
Partakers of the Root and Fatncſs of the 
Olive-tree > and in reference hereuato it"s 
rightly adaed by the Apoſtle, that the gifts 
and callings of God are without repen- 
tance. Lhe inward Subſtance of the Church 
and Covenant of Grace mhereon it 1s found= 
ed, being invariable , and which ſhall for 
ever remain immoveable, though the gutward 
Form and Adminiſtration be not ſo, Well 
then, from hence we have gained two 
things : (t.) That the Church of the 
Jews and Gentiles are eſſentially and ſub- 
ſtantially the ſame Church, (2, ) That 
the Jews were not broken of from the 
inviible Church, or from: Faith and 
Election; for theſe you truly ſay are 
invariable and immoveable ; and if you 
had deny d it, the Apoſ#le aſlures us, that 
the foundation of God ſtands ſure , and 
that the gifts and callings of Gad arc with- 
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out repentance. But what then was their 
breaking off, and the Gentiles grafting 
in, which made this great alteration in 
the Church ? Can it be any thing elſe 
but our ingrafting into the Viſible 
Church by the Profeſſion of our Faith, 
from whence the Jewz were broken off 
from their unbelief ? For certainly from 
the Inviſible Church they were not bro- 
ken off, and into the Inviftible Church 
multitudes of profeſſing Chriſtians are 
not ingrafted. ?Tis evident therefore, 
by grafting us into the Oljve-tree , he 
means the Viſible Church ; and by the 
Fatneſs thereof, the Ordinances and Pri- 
viledges of that Church : Though we 
deny not but all ſincere Profeſſors arc 
Members of the Inviſible Church alſo, 
and do belong to the EleCtion of Grace: 
but that's not the breaking oft, or graft- 
ing in here ſpoken of. And now having 
given up Mr. Tombes his Notion of the 
Inviſible Church and Election, you are 
again put to your Shiits, and muſt el- 
ther ſhuffle, and ſeek to hide your ſelf in 
an heap. of ſtrange and unintelligible 
Diſtinftions, or ( which had been much 
fairer) honeſtly have yielded the Caule; 


and where-ever you met with them, | 
120 
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find a whole Troop of diſtmCtions ral- 
lied together, for this purpoſe pag.23, 24. 
This grafting in ( ſay you) way be either 
ixto the viſible, or inviſible Church ; either 
by Faith, or profeſſion of Faith ; or-by ſome 
outward Ordinance, Childien may be' either 
grown Men or Tafaits, The ingrafting hn, 
may be either certain, or probable.” Certain, 
either by reaſon of eleftion, 'or their natural 
Birth ;, being Children of believers, . Proba- 
ble, as being likely ;, either becauſe frequently, 
or for the moſt part it happens ſo : Though 
neceſſary, and fo'not certain; the thing to 
be provd is, That the Children.of be- 
lievers are in the Covenant of free grace, 
in Chriſt, -and by vertue thereof to be 
Baptized into the communion of the vi- 
ſible Church. | = 
Reply. Words enough; and diſtinCti- 
ons enough to. reduce the Text to an in- 
diviſible point. - But whither doth all this 
tend ? I will ask yon Two or Three 
plain Qeſtions,. and then make what uſe 
you pleaſe of your diſtinCtions.(1,)W he- 
ther the Breaking off of the Jews and the 
ingrafting of the Gentiles here ſpoken 
of, have Relation to the. inviſibte Churcli 
by eleCtion, or to the viſible Church by 
profeſſion of Faith,. and ſome — | 
CG Orad- 
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Ordinance ? (2,) Whethether if it were 
Into the viſible Church by profeſſion of 
Faith, that _ the Gentile believers were 
grafted in ; as doubtleſs it was (and by 
relinquiſhing the former ſenſe you here 
ſeem to yield it, ſaying this ingrafture 
may be-certain.upon the account of na- 
tural Birth, being Children of believers ;) 
then.I would fain know why you ſo ſtate 
the Qzeſtjion, as to makethe certainty of 
Believers Childrens intereſt in Chriſt, 
To be the only ground of their admiſſion 
into the Communion of the vilible 
Church ? This (ſay you) muſt be prov, 
-Or no Baptiſm for them. 

Alas poor Infants,to what hard terms 
are they here tyed up ! Very much harder 
than the terms any of your one Society 
aretyed to ; and if Baptiſm muſt be ſu- 


ſpended till this point can be clear'd;that 


the perſon to beBaptized be firſt inChrilt, 
and in the Covenant of free grace, as to 
the ſaving benefits thereof ; Then fare- 
wel toall Baptiſm both of Infants, and 
adult prafeſſours too, For how can you 
prove that the perſons you Paptize are all 
or any of them really in Chriſt ? May 
they not deceive you as Simon Magus did 


Peter ? 1did not think you had proceeded 
| in 
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in this -matter upon a Certainty, but a 
Probability ; and if you proceed with 
yours upon the grounds of Probability, 
how come you to fie up the Children of 
Believers to a-certainty of their Intereſt 
in Chriſt, as the antecedent ſuſpending 
condition of their Baptiſm ? We need 
diſpute no more about the proper Sub- 
jets of Baptiſm, for by this account 
we have loſt the Ordinance of Baptifm 


it lf. 


We thought, Sir, that our Childrens 
Title to Baptiſm was: derived to them 
from their believing Parents, as the 
Children of the Jews was to Circum- 
ciſion, from their circumciſed and pro- 
feſſing Parents ; and that the ſame Pro- 
miſe which conveigh'd their Childrens 
Priviledge to them, Ger. 17. had con- 
veig'd the right of Believers Children 
to Baptiſm -unto them alſo, A#s 2.38, 39. 
and that the root being holy,the branches 
are holy alſo,that is, federally holy, Rome. 
t1, 16. But to this you make ſuch an 
Anſwer as aſtoniſhes me to read, pag.26. 
where allowing Abraham to be the Root, 
you fay, The Holineſs here ſpoken of, 1s firſt 
in reſpett of Gods Eleftion ; Holineſs per- 
ſonal, and inherent in God's intention, Ephef, 
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7.4. He hath choſen us in him, that we 
ſhould'be holy. - (2.) T's aljo:: Holineſs 
derivative , but not from any Anceſtors, 
but from Abraham only ;, and that uot as 4 
natural, but 4 ſpiritual Father, wherejn 
he is a lively Image or Figure of Chriſt; 
and i derived from the Covenant of Grace, 
which paſſed in his Name to him and his Seed. 
And hl, It ſhall be inverent, ;being attu- 
ally —— by the Spirit of God, when 
they ſhall be aftua! ly call'd, 

Reply Here we ſee into what Brakes 
and Pits Men run themſetyes,. when they 
| depart from the plain, and! 1A Path. 4 
Explications of Scriptnre.:'; Bere 5: ſach 
a tripartite Diſtin&08 of Nalineſ5, 461 
never met wtth before. - (1) Here's 
perſonal Holinefs inberent in God's tntenthn: 
By this you ruſt, cither.mean Sanctifice- 
tion Uecreed- for: :themz: and tq:be* he» 
ſtowed on them; at. thecthmer Of: their 
Calling; and then. i#t 4s caincident. with 
the third Member - of your -DiſtinR&ion: 
Or elie you mean, that it is Holineſs in- 
herent in the Intention of God, - as an 
Accident - in its Subje&t; and. then-the 
Simplicity of Gods: Nature r&iſ}z;:yot 
incongruous Notion.' : But it woukd'be 1 
leſs Crime, to confound the firſt _— 

I 


53a << vo 


DD $-3'VD VE 3 Vox. 


( 121 ) 
taſt Member of your vain and felf-created 
Diſtin&tion, than to ſpeak things ſo re- 
pugnant to the {imple and uncompound- 


'ed Nature of God. 


Or -if your meaning; be , That this 
Holineſs -ts in God by way of Intention, 
but in' them by way of Ebefion ; that 


- will not deliver yon out of your Confu- 


fon neither, but rum you into greater ; 
for then you confound the immanent with 
the tranſient Ats -of God, and make the 
ſame thing, at-the-ſame time, to be pure- 
ly in Inter, and in Execution ; or to 
be only in Gods Purpoſe to- beſtow here- 
after, and:yet at preſent inherent in the 
Perſons he intends it for ; ſo that I muſt 
leave your ſtrange Notion of Perſonal 
Holineſs inherent in Gods Intention, to 
be_clear'd by. a- more Metaphyſical Head 
than mine'; or elſe to ſtand among other 
rare and unintelligible Notions, to be 
admired and applauded by the ignorant 
Reader. 

But then, when we come to the Se- 
cond Member of your Diſtin&tion, IT am 
as much at: a- loſs to find your Senſe as 
before: For there you telf us, The Holi- 
neſs here ſpoken of 1s a Derivative Holmeſs 
allo, and hat from Abraham: only, and 

G 3 from 
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from him not as a natural, but a ſpiritual 
Father, reſembling Chriſt herein. 
Reply. This word derivative 1S an 
equivocal word , and may ſignifie either 
inherent perſonal Holineſs, or Federal Holi 
neſs, for both of them are derived. If 
you ſay the former, it looks too black 
and horrid for me to believe you mean 
it, though you ſhould ſay you mean 1t; 
for then you make Abraham not only 
the Figure and Image of Chriſt (as you 
ſpeak) but Chriſt himſelf, by attribu- 
Ling to Abraham Chriſts incommunicable 
Property and Prerogative. Then Abra- 
ham may ſay to all his Children, as 
Chriſt doth, John 15.4, 5.  amthe vin, 
are the branches, &c. I am he that 
ſanCtifies you : But if you mean the laſt, 
(as neceſſarily you muſt, if you mean any 
thing that hath Orthodox. Senſe in it) 
then this derivative Holineſs. you ſpeak of 
is not perſonal Holineſs, or internal 
SanCtification, but federal Holineſs, deri- 
ved from Covenanted Anceſtors or Pa- 
rents to their Children ; and therein you 
come over to us, and tothe true Senſe of 
the Text. But why muſt this be ſqueezed 
from. yow with ſo much difficulty ? And 
why did you hide this federal Holineſs 
under an equivocal rerm, left you o_ 
cel. 


- —_— —” —_—_— TT an. > * *_ hn. 


eons. a} ha. Adi. A. _ kad » 


(123) 
ſeem to yield the Controverſie with a 
Word ? this is not fair. | 

Objed, If you ſay we are too haſty, 
and triumph before the Viftory ; foy 
though you do yield it to be a federal 
Holineſs, yet it is ſuch-as can be derived 
from no other Father or Progenitor but 
Abraham only. 

Sol. Yes, Sir, I hope you will allow 
Iſaac and Facob at leaſt to be the Root 
and Firſt Fruit as well as Abraham, ſee- 
ing the Covenant was joyntly and ex- 
preſly made with them all three; and 
thereby they became the Root and Firſt 
Fruit of that holy Nation : And if that 
People be called the Seed of Abrabam,. 
they are alſo called the Seed of Facob ;. 
and if Fatherhood he aſcribed to 
Abraham, it is aſcribed to Facob 
too, Iſa, 58. 14. And it Abrabam be 
firſt named in the Covenant, ſo-is Jacob, 
ſee Levit. 26, 42. But if you allow theſe 
three Patriarchs,belike that's all. you will 
allow; for you ſeem to ſay that no federat 
Holineſs can be derived from any other 
Progenitors.. Good Sir,, whatever your 
own private Opinion be in this matter,, 
allow us to:believe otherwiſe, as long as: 
thoſe Scriptures, 1 Cor.7.14, and Afts 2. 
39.. ſtand in our Bibles; for we cannot 


> 

think but the federal Hoalinefs of Children 
reſults from the 11nmediate Parents Faith 
or Covenant Intereſt, as well as from the 
remoter Progenitors ; clſe we cannot un- 
deritand how the Corimrhians Children 
ſhould be holy, or how the Promiſe 
thonld belong to the Children of them 
that are afar off, viz. the Gentiles, who 
could derive no ſuch thing to their 
Children by a Lineal Deſcent from Abra- 
42m, but only as they became ingrafted 
Branches by Faith; and ſo ſuck the Fat- 
neis of the Olive to themſelves, and to 
their Buds, or Childrn, as the natural 
Branches did. I delire you to conſider 
alſo how this Covenant paſled, as you ſay 
it did, *'to Abraham and- his Seed in 
Chriſts Name, if it be the ſame with 
Adam's Covenant ? Did that paſs to 
Adam in Chriſts Name too ? 

TI have now diſpatched what I at firſt 
promiſed and intended, viz. The Con- 
futation of my Friends Miſtakes about 
the Covenants, and the Vindication of 
thoſe Scriptures, by which our Arguments 
deduced from one of them, are confirm- 
ed. And nowl haveno further concern- 
ment with Mr, Cary's Solemn Call, ſave 


only to note his high Confidence , raſh 
and 
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and moſt unchriſtian cenſures .of all his 
differing. Friends and Brethren with 
which he concludes. his diſcourſe, where- 
in he calls Infants Baptiſm, . | 
(1,) A great abuſe-in the Divine. Wor ſhip. 
Pag. 242, 243. And yet he that ſo calls 
it, never lookeA.half way;into the Con- 
troverſie, nor 1s able without . manifeſt 
ſhuffling, and. contradiction both to the 
Words of. God,. and his own Words, to 
Anſwer our Arguments ;- aSis here made 
too evident, - | > | 
(2.) Thar it.isno other,than achange of 
a Divine Inſtitution,and making void the 
Commandment of Chriſt, the horrid Sin 
charged by Chriſt upon thoſe Hypocrites, 
the Scribes and Phariſees; ath.1 5.6, With 
no better- than theſe doth he rank and 
aſſiociate the many- thouſands of Gods 
choice and dear People, who differ in 
this circumſtantial Point from him. 
(3.) He compares it with the Sin of 
Nadab and. Avibu, And with that of 
Iſrael, with reſpect to the Ark, 1-Chro:. 
15. 12. a Sin which provoxcd the Lord 
to execute Judgment by an immediat 
croke in Fire from Heaven upon ther. 
Thus Mr. Cary is ready to call for Fire 
from Heaven upon his Brethren, Alas ! 
| G 5 Poor 
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Poor Man, he-knows not what Spirit he 
is of, as Chriſt told the Diſciples in a like 
caſe. ?Tis well we are not in his hands 
to execute the Wrath, as well as charge 
the guilt upon us, But I: hope. all this is 
but Raſhneſs in him,. , 

(.4.) He affirms it to be no lefs than 


s tranſgreſſing of the Law, a changing of 
the Ordinances; And a breaking of the evere 


laſting Covenant,, If it be a tranſgreſling 
of the Law, he ſhould have ſhewn us in 
what Scripture. that Law that forbids it 
is, or where God hath repealed | his 
former Grant to the Children of his Co- 
\ venant People :: And for the changing of 
the Ordinances, I am: of Opinion 'tis he 
that is guilty of- that Sin-and not:we ; for 
we have proved. God ſetled this privi- 
ledge upon the Infant Seed of: his People, 
that the Promiſe under the Goſpel con- 


tinues ſtill to- them, and if he exclude 


them from Baptiſm, he changes the Or- 
dinance. of. God. And for breaking the 
everlaſting Covenant, for which he cites 
1/a. 24. 5, 6. the Lord make him ſenſi- 
ble of the Danger he hath put himſelf 
under from that very Text he produces 
againſt us ; for it's manifeſt that the Co- 
veaant there ſpoken. of,, is Gods Cove- 
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nant with Abraham, renewed with the 
Iſraelites at Sinai , which in that Text 
is truly called an everlaſting Covenant g 
when mean time Mr. Cary hath proe 
nounced it. to: be an Adam's Covenant, 
and. now utterly. aboliſhed, Who is is 
Sir, that Fights againſt and changes this 
everlaſting Covenant, you or we that are 
for its continuance to us and our Chil-- 
dren ? 
 (5,) He affirms theſe things to be of 
higheſt concernment'to us. If ſo, then 
ſure it muſt follow, that Repentance 
from: dead Works, and Faith towards 
our Lord. Jeſus Chriſt, . muſt be inferior 
things to them ; for nothing can be higher 
than the higheſt,. or equal-with it. And 
then by making them the chief Funda- 
mentals in Religion,. as that Expreſſion: 
doth, (if it be not a: vain and: Sinfal 
Hyperbole) the Salvation or Damnation 
of Men: depends upon compliance, or 
non-compliance with them; And then 
whither muſt you-ſend all Gods People 
in the World that differ from you? Sir, 
I find your Brethren in the Appendix to 
their confeſſion of* Faith, Pag. 110, pla- 
cing one of theſe which you make of high- 
eſt concerament,among the other circum- 
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ſtances of Religion : And doubtleſs that 
15 it's Proper place. Nor do I ſee how 
they can free themſelves from Participa- 
tion in your Sin, till they have admo- 
niſhed you for it, and cauſed you to ex- 
Hunge It out of your Book. | 

C6.) Thatit is a Setling of onr Thre- 
ſholds by Gods Threſhold. The Words 
you recite from Ezek. 43. 8, which 
tneaks of the Tdolatrous Kings of Fudah 
and Iſrael, building ;Temples and Altars 


'.. For their [dols, in, or near the Courts of 


the Temple of God :' As the Engliſh An- 
otations on the Text will inform you, 
an Abomination that defiled Gods Holy 
Name, a Wickedneſs not to be Named, 
and for which the Lord conſumed them ; 
And calls it Whoredome in the next 
Words, Here Sir, you have exceeded all 
the Bounds of Society and -ChriſtianCha- 
rity; And made this circumſtantia dif- 
ference about the Proper Subject of Bap- 
tiſm, the Groſleſt Heatheniſh Idolatry 
in the Warld : And conſequently dil- 
{olved the Bond of Chriſtian Charity, and 
broken off 21] communion with us ; for 
with ſuch 1dlaters you ovght not to 
have any communion. 
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Your more wile and moderate Bre- 


thren in the place above cited, tell us, 
they are loath hereby to alienate their Afe&ti- 


ons or Converſations from any that fear the 


Lord, and are willing to participate of the 
Labours of thoſe whom God hath enduecd 
with Abilities above themſelves ; Qualified 
and called to the Miniſtry of the Word ; 
Deſirous of Peace and not of renewed Con- 
teſts bereabout, This 1s a Language of an- 
other Air. Andif they be (as I darenot 
ſuſpect but they are) ſincere in that 
Profeſſion , they dare not Comprobate 
ſuch a deſperate and unchriſtian cenſure 
as yours1s : If they do, then we may 
eaſily gueſs what our Lot and Treatment 
ſhall be whenever Anabaptiſm get the 
Aſcendent in England, We may expect 
as civil uſage as 1s due to groſs Idolaters, 
and no better. But I hope better things, 
(7.) You ſay, that as theſe things are 
of higheſt concerment, ſo they oxght t9 be 
our moſt ſerious Praftice and endeavour, 
pag. 243. 1, ult. Good Lord, whither 
hath Zeal for an Opinion Tranſported 
you! Our moſt ſerious Prattice ana endea- 
wvour, Sir | ] thought the moit ſerions 
Practice of a AZ;rijſter had been to Preach 
Chriſt, and Salvation to the —_ of 
en - 
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Men; And not to Baptize. I. am ſire 
St. Paul reckned ſo, Chriſt ſent me nu 
to Baptize, but to Preach. That is, Bap. 
tiſm is not my principal Work, or 
main buſineſs. And ver.. 14th, he thanks 
God he had Baptized none of them, but 
Criſpus qnd Gaius, '1 Ilieve he never 
utter?d ſuch an expreſſion about his 0- 
ther Work of Preaching Chriſt. And 
for all Chriſtians, I thought, the ſecure- 
ing of their Intereſt in. Chriſt, living in 
the duties of communion with him, 
Watching their Hearts, and mortifying 
their .corruptions, had. been the Obje# 
matter of their moſt ſerious Practice, 
and Faithful endeavour ;. and not the 
Litigations about Baptiſm. But I hope 
theſe were only inconſiderate expreſſions, 
falling from- your Pen whilſt you were 
in a Paroxiſm of Zeal, or a tranſport 
in the height of a conceited Triumph. 
But whatever was the cauſe, I am ſure- 
you ought to revoke and repent: ſuch 
Words.. 

(8.) You wiſh your Teſtimony riſe nt 
wp at laſt as aWitneſs againſt us, Sir, we: þ 
do not apprehend any Cauſe we. haye to 
fear your Teſtimony againſt us, or ſe 
verelt Cenſures of us, whilſt we-are 

=, - __  fatisfy'd, 
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fatisfy'd, that as you-neither have a Fa- 
culty or Commiſſion to be our Judge, ſo. 
neither is there any convincing Evidence 
in your Reply to our Arguments, But I 
think you have much more Cauſe to fear, 
leſt thoſe Arguments ſhould come in at 
tſt as a Witneſs againſt you, who deny. 
and contemn them ; when mean time 
you are put to moſt lamentable Shifts, 
even Contradiftions-, and ſomewhat 
worſe, to eſcape the Point and Edge of 
them. 

(9.) To conclude , You tells us we 
mult not expect the ſpecial Preſence of 
Chriſt to be afforded to us, without our 
compliance in. theſe Points with you. 

Sir, Wenever yet deſerted the Judg- 
ment or Practice of Infants Baptiſm, and. 
yet have had (bleſſed be- Jeſus Chriſt for. 
it) great and manifold, ſweet and ſignal: 
Proofs and Evidences of his Preſence. 


| with us: He hath owned and blefled our 


Miniſtry to the Converſion of. many z: 
and there are ſome, and thoſe not mean 


or few, of our Spiritual Children, now 
| In your Societies-in England, who have 


acknowledged. us to be the Inſtruments 
of their Converſion : The Lord lay ir 
not to- their Charge , who now _ 

enact 


(132) 

that Miniſtry in which they firlt received 
Chriſt. But as for the Departure of his 
Preſence,]I aſſure you, Friend, I am more 
afraid of the Rents and Diviſions you 
now renew ſo unſeaſonably among the 
Churches of Chriſt, than-of any one thing 
amongſt us belide ir. "It grieved my Soul ty 
ſee you Quicta movere, awake a {lceping 
Controverlie, eſpecially in ſuch a Seaſon, 
when we are little more than half deli- 
vered from our Enemies and Dangers ; 
you take 1s by the hecl, as Jacob did his 
Brother, whilſt but: yet in the Birth, 
Sir, except you return to a more quiet 
and Chriſtian Temper than you ſcem 
here to be in, T am out of hoje thatever 
you and I ſhall ſee thoſe bleticc das we 
have ſo often with pleaſure comiorted 
our ſelves with the hopes of, ! wever 
extend your Charity ( if you avs any 
left) ſo far, as - believe that 1 amone 
notwithſtanding all chis) that am "" 

025 of the Churches Peace, and {1quift- 
tive into the Rules of Duty, n-« dar! ng 
to hold any Truth of God in Unrighte- 
neis; and yet well fatisfy*a I am in the 
Path of my Duty, wherela, thoug.1 we 
cannot walk toz;ether, yet I hupe to 


mect you at the end of our Way 1n our 
Fathers 
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Fathers Houſe, where perfect Light and 
Peace dwells. 

And hereI had put an end to this De- 
bate, had I not received your Return to 
{ome of theſe Sheets, whilſt the laſt of 
them was under my. Hand; wherein I on- 
ly find four things in which I am con- 
cerned. In general, you tel] me, Yoz are 
ot convinced of any Error, by what T have 
ſaid, 1 am ſorry to hear it : But conſi- 
dering the nature of Error on one ſide, 
and the difficulty of Self-denial on the 
other, you have not much deceiv'd my 
Expectation. More particularly, 

(1.) You ſay, As to your hooking the 
Sinat Covenant into this Controveriie, I 
gave you the firſt occaſion of it; for 


when you ſhew'd me your Papers about 
| God's Covenant with Abraham, I told 
you that you were beſt firſt to try if you 


could prove the Covenant at Sinai to be 
a Covenant of Works; foraſmuch as our 
Dtvines are ſo far from conceiting the 


Covenant with Abraham to be a Cove- 
| nant of Works, that they will not al- 
| low the Sinai Law it ſelf to be ſo; and 


to convince yon. of it, I lent you Mr. 


| Roberts and Mr. Sedgewick, on the Cove- 
| zant, to enlighten and ſatisfie you about 


It * 
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It : But little did I think you had ha 
Confidence enough to enter the Liſts 
with two ſuch learned and eminent Djvines, 
and make them to follow your trium- 
phant Chariot, ſhackled: with the incom- 
parable Baxter and Allen, Sydenham and 
Burthogg, like three pair of Noble Pri- 
ſoners of War. But whatever was the 
occaſion, ( ſetting aſide your Sin) I am 
not ſorry you-have given a fit opportu- 
nity to enlighten the World in that 
Point alſo. 

(2.) You ſeem to fancy in your Let- 
ter, that I was once of your Opinion 
about the oral Lew, becauſe you find 
theſe Paſſages in a Sermon of. mine upon 
Fohn 8. 36. If the Son therefore ſhall maki 
you free, then are you free indeed, VIZ. 

That the Law required perfett working, 
wnder pain of the Curſe ; accepted no ſhort 
Endeavours ,, admitted no Repentance, and 
gave no Strength. But finding me here 
pleading for the Law, you think youfind 
mein a Contradi&tion to that Doctrine, 

The Words I own, the Contradiction 
I poſitively deny.; for I. ſpeak not there | 
and here ad idem: For in that Sermon, 
and in thoſe very Words you cite, | 
ſpeak againſt the Law,not as God intended 
it, when he.added it to the Promiſe, _ 
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the Tgnorance and Infidelity of unrege- 
nerate Men make it to themſelves a Co- 
venant of Works, by looking upon it as 
the very rule and reaſon of their Juſtification 
before God. This was the Stumbling 
Stone at which all Legal Juſticiaries then 
did, and ſtill do ſtumble, Rom.g. 31,32, 
33- In this Senſe the Apoſtle in his Epi- 
{ſtles to the Romans and Galatians argues: 
againſt the Law, and ſo do I in the 
Words you cite; but vindicate the Law 
in the very ſame Sermon: you mention, 
as conſiſtent with , and ſubſervient to 
Chriſt, in the former Senſe; and there 
tell you, The Law ſends us to Chriſt to be 
juſtified, and Chriſt ſends us back. to the Law: 
to be regulated, The very ſame double 
Senſe of the Law you will find in this 


| Diſcourſe, and from the miſtaken end 


and abuſe of the Law, which the Apoſtle 
ſo vehemently oppoſeth:, I here prove 
againſt you, that the Law in this Senſe 
cannot conſiſt with, .or be added to the. 
Promiſe, and therefore make 1t my Me- 
dium to prove againſt you , That the 


| true Nature and Denomination of the- 


Sinai Law can never be found in: this. 
Senſe of it, but it muſt be eſtimated and: 
denominated from the Purpoſe and In-- 


tention. of God , which I have proved: 
tO: 
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to be Evangelical. Try your skill tg 
faſten a Contradiftion betwixt my 
Words in that Sermon and this Diſcourſe. 
I know you would be glad to find the 
ſhadow of one, to make ſome ſmall Ex- 
cuſe or Attonement for the many faults 
of that-nature you have here committed, 

C3.) Your Letter alſo informs me, that 
you hear you are anſwered by one hand al- 
ready, and for ought you know many more 
may be employed againſt you , and T for 
one ;. and ſo we ſhall compaſs you about 
like Bees. | 

Reply, I have only ſeen Mr. Whifton's 
little Book againſt your Brother Grar- 
tham ,, wherein he hath baffled two of 
your principal Arguments ; but you on- 
ly come in collaterally there, and mult 
not look upon it as a full Anſwer to your 
Book, but only as a Laſh for your Folly 
en paſſant. And for our compaſſing you 
about like Bees, methinks you ſeem to be 
greatned-1n your own Fancy by the ſup- 
poſition or expectation of a mnltitude of 
Opponents. - You know as well as I, who 
it Is that glories in this Motto, Un 
contra omnes, Sir , I think your Mind 
may be much at reſt in that matter. Of 


all the fix famous Adverſaries mentioned 
| it 
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in your: Title Page, . there 'are but two 
living ;- and you know. mortui non, mor- 
dent; -and of the remaining: two; one of 
them, viz, Mr, Baxter 1s almoſt in. 'Hea- 
vent living i in the daily Views and chear- 
ful Expettations of the Saints everlaſting 
reſt with God; and. is left for alittle 
while aniong vs," as a great' Example of 
the Lite of. Faith : And it is queſtionable 
with me, ' whether ſuch a great' and Hea- 
venly Soul can find any leiſure or diſpo- 
ſition'to attend ſuch a wenn and bravaal 
Pifcourſe-as this. ' '. + Terr 
And: as for my: If, you deed; not 
much. fear-me';" I have not; neither: do.l 
intend to\ vibrate my: Sting againſt you, 
unleſs I find you. infefting or diſturbing, 
that Hive to which I.belong,and towhich 
I am daily gathering) .and\ carrying! Ho- 
ney; and then ..who: es Drone would 
not ſting ? 307 £573 FL 50 | 

(4.): To conclude,in thie Cloſe of your 
Letter. you fall into: the:former ſtrain of 
Love, aſſuring me; That the ancient Friend- 
Jap of ſo many 40 yu yu continte 072 

ar particu ooo Tyr 

Reply.! A] that. Lihall return to: vohis 15 
only to relate a:fhort: Story our of ' Pl4- 
tarch, 1a the Life:-of Alexander ; where 


| _ ET 


he tells us, That whilſt he was warring 
in the Indies, one Taxiles an Indian Kin 
came with his Company to meet him, a 
faluting Alexander, ſaid , What need you 
and I ro-fight and war one upon another ? if 
thou comeſt not to take away our Water, and 
the neceſſaries of Life from ns, for which we 
muſt needs fight: As for other Goods, if I'm 
richer than thee, I am ready to give thee of 
mine; and if 1 have leſs, T will not think 
Jcorn to thank. thee for thine, Alexander 
highly pleaſed with his Words, made 
him this. Reply , Thinkeſt thou that thu 
meeting of ours can be without fighting ? no, | 
no; thou haſt won nothing by all thy fair 
words ; for 1 will fight and contend with thee 
in Honeſty and Courteſie, and thou ſhalt not 
exceed me in Bounty and Liberality. . 

{4 ſay with: Texiles, I had never armed 
againſt you, \ lad you: not come: to take 
away our Water, and the neceſlaries of 
Life, T mean, the Covenant of God with 
Abrabam, which'contains the rich Charter 
of the Gentile Believers Children, and 
make it an aboliſhed Adz's Covenant, 
and told us,that we muſt come up to the 
Primitive Purity initheſe things, that 1s,in + 
renouncing it asa Covenant of Grace,and 
relinquiſhing Infants'Baptiſm,as ground- 
ed thereon. Sir, 


. wi... i. 7 a. B06. Fir. Hs. ow, i tt Ra: 
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Sir, Were my one Father alive,I muſt 
and would oppoſe him, ſhould he attempt 
what here you do, Infant Baptiſm with 
you is not;Singing of Pſalms,that plain and 
Heavenly Goſpel-Ordinance, with you is 
not, and will you take away our Benja- 
min alſo ? What! the Covenant of God 


with Abraham and his Children in their 


Generations ? all theſe things are againſt 
45, No, Sir, we cannot part with that Co- 
venant asan aboliſd Adam's Covenant ; 
nor will I give it vp for all the Friend- 
ſhip in the World. eo oh pes 
And yet 1 will ſay with Aexanger,' I 
will contend with you in Friendſhip and 


.Courteſie, even whilſt I earneſtly contend 


againſt you for the Truths of God, 
which you have here oppoſed, and I have 


endeavoured to vindicate. - 


One Word more before I part. with 
you,I do aſſure you,and the wholeWorld, 
that in this Controverſie with you, I 
have not knowingly or adviſedly miſre- 
preſented your Senſe : If you ſhall ſay I 
did ſo in my ſecond Argument from the 


Words p. 179. I aſſure you, both my felf 


and others. could underſtand you no 0- 
herwiſe than I did in the Papers I ſent 
ou ; and when you told me, you meant 

there 


"0 ——_— ” a, "_ W hf. : ' _ * PO 3; _— a , 
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there was no pardon in either of thoſe 


Covenants, but that it plainly directed to 
Abraham®s Covenant, you will find I have 
given you as fair a Choice as you can de. 


fire, either'to ſtand to your words in the | 


fiſt Senſe wherin I underſtood them, (or | 
which - will ' be the fame tome). to your | 
own Senſe in which you tafterwards ex- | 
plained it tome. And whereas I blame you 
over and over inmy Epiſtle and Concluſion, 
for putting the proper Subject of Baptiſm 
among the higheſt things in Religion: Let 
the Reader view your Concluſion, and ſee 
whether you do' or not :. If you ſay you 
f5eak.of the Covenant there as well as of 
baptiſm : I allow that you do-ſo ; yet [ 
hope 'tis equally as bad, nay indeed and trath, a 
great Aggravation of- your Faulr , to make this 
Article, viz. Gods Covenant with Abraham, Gen. 
17..:s au aboliſhed Adam's Covenant, one of the 
higheſt concernments of a Chriſtian; the Baptiſm 
enly of Adult Believers another. My conſequences 
from your Words are juſt and regular, how ftart- 

ling ſoever they ſeem to you. - | 

If you think fit to. rejoyn to this my Anſwer, 1 

deſire you will avoid as much as you can a tediousy | 
Harangue of Words, and ſpeak ſtriftly and re-F 
Aularly t9 my Arguments, by limiting, diſtinguiſh- 


10g, or denying, as a Diſputanc ought to do : Ifio, 


T promiſe you a Reply ; but if T find no ſuch thing, \. 
i ſhall paſs wich me but'for waſte Paper; nor wil 
E waft time about it. The Lord give ws Unity 
things neceſſary, Liberty in things indifferent, an 
Charity 1 al] things. FINIS. 
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